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PREFtACE. 


The following pages form a reprint of Six Articles 
from the Journal of Pro'phccy, Tliese Articles 'were 
prepared as Pnlpit-lcctures in the ordinary course of 
Sabbath-morning ministration, and they arc here 
published very much as originally written. This 
will account for their popular character and peculiar 
form. 

The author has not adverted to many questions 
connected with the Gospels which are being anxiously 
canvassed at the present day. ^^^ley did not come 
across him in tlie prosecution of liis object, and he 
did not turn aside to seek them. At the same time, he 
is disposed to think tlitit some of them may indirectly 
receive elucidation from^he results of his investigations. 
To instance one of the imost difficult, — that of the 
Origin of the Gospels , — it is not unlikely fliat the 
peculiar aspect in which Christ is exhibited in the 
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jlospcl according to Mark may be held to corroborate 
Vhc opinion that that Gospel is a translation and con- 
tinuation of original Notes or Memoranda which had 
been made by the Apostle Peter during the life-time 
of his Master. It is cpijte the aspect in which, with 
his fellow-disciples, Peter would then most naturally 
regard the Saviour ; at least, it does not seem easy to 
understand how a Gospel, in which, up till the re- 
surrection, the higher aspects of the Person of Christ 
arc kept so much in the background, could have 
been -originally written by either Peter or Mark sub- 
sequent to the Ascension. No doubt, it has been 
said that tlie idea of translation and editorship is 
inconsistent with the doctrine of inspiration, of idenary 
inspiration. But tlie affirmation is unwarrantable. 
It is surely quite gratuitous. For if inspiration is 
consistent with Book -composition, why not with 
one kind of it as well as another ? The book of 
Genesis is believeu +o have been ultimately edited, as 

well as originally written, under Divine inspiration ; 

« 

and why not the Gospel according to Mark as well '( 
Yet after all, this question, aljf 'q with many others, 
is not so much as mentioned-<lh the following pages. 
Nor is it to be understood, that any positive judg- 
ment is ‘at present passed* upon it. What has been 
said is by way of explanation or sUggestion only. 



PREFACE. Vl^ 

The books which liave been consulted by thji> 
author need not here be specified. He docs not pre- 
tend to be iiidcpcudent of the labours of others ; and 
it will be found that, genemlly, his obligations have 
been acknowledged. Eut; while freely availing him- 
self of help as it came in his way, ho has also thought 
for himself ; and th*; product may now be helpful to 
others in their turn. It is accompanied with his 
sinccrest prayers for a blessing in the perusal of it. 

“Thy testimonies are wonderful ; — therefore doth 
my soul keep them. Tlio entrance df Tliy words 
giveth light ; — it givoth undersbrnding unto the 
simple. 1 opencid my mouth, and panted ; — for I 
longed for Thy commandments. Look Thou upon 
me, and be merciful unto me ; — as Thou usest to do 
unto those that love Thy Name. Order my steps in 
Thy word ; — and let not any iniquity have dominion 
over me. Deliver me from the oppression of man ; — 
so will I keep Thy precepts. Make Thy face to sliine 
upon Thy servant — and teach me Thy statutes.” 




PREFACE TO THE STEREOTYPED EDITION. 


Tjiis eJition is very nearly a reprint of tlie former. 
The only alh'ration of any conscujnence occurs in the 
chapter on The Diversity of tlic Gospels*’’ from which 
tljc greater portion of the nunarks which were made 
on the views of the Fathers anil others on the relation 
of the four living erc^aturcs in Ezekiel and the Apoca- 
lypse to the Gospels has h(ien transferred to a Note. 
By this transference, it will he seen that the author 
does not over-estimate the value of tliese viciws, 
altliough, from the attention thev,?liave always com- 


manded, ho considered it his duty to notice and to 
express his judgment regarding them. Perhaps he 
should add that, wlp^^, as he has shown, the Gospels 
are characteristically different from one another, he 
does not regard their dii»Y^rences as the effect of any 
scientific arrangement on ti>e part of the Evangelists. 
Science occupies as little place in the Word of God as 
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lu the works of God ; hut this docs not preclude the 
existence of an orderly system in both the one and the 
other, or the practical use of such a system. 

The author must repeat that his book is intended 
for popular use. Scholaijs may not find in it the 
erudition in which they very properly delight, but 
they cannot be disappointed whojU it was not prepared 
for them. The object he had in view was one far 
higher than any display of scholarship would have 
been likely to accomplisli, — the establishment of 
Christian disciples in the foith and love of their 
Divine Master, as exhibited to them so specifically 
and so fully in the Gospels ; and in proportion as 
this object may be gained, he will be more than 
satisfied. 


“ Father glorify Tuy Son.” 
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THE FOURFOLH DIVERSITY 


THE GOSPELS. 


The four Gospels form in some respects most 
important portion of the Bible. Their value partly 
arises out of their relation to other portions of it. All 
its earlier revelations flow into them. All its later 
revelations flow out of them. They are, as it were, 
the heart through which, like life’s blood, all its reve- 
lations circulate. But it is in their relation to Chri.st 
that their value |'>re-eminently consists. “ In other 
parts of Scripture wc hear (Uirist by ihe hearing of 
the ear, but here our eye seeth Him. Elsewhere we 
see Him through a glass darkly, but liere face to face.” * 
On this account they chrim the most alfeclionatt' as 
well as reverent perusal \Jltlie Church. The ancient 
Church recognised this claim.jgt a very early period, by 
givir>g to each of them the naloe of “Gospel,” a name 
which they did not originall^llk bear; “The Gospel 
according to Matthew ” — “ The Gospel accorcKng to 


Dr David Brown. 
A 
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Mark,” — The Gospel according to Luke,” — The 
Gospel according to Jolm.” The claim may also be said 
to bo particularly recognised in our own day. Ncvct 
was there a period in the history of the Church wluui 
they were inort; carefully examined, more closely 
studied. The th(‘olog:cal pn'ss teems with works 
relating to one or (jther of the numerous (pu'stions 
connected with their origin, their autlu'nl icily, their 
harmony, their literary and other characteristics; and 
“The Life ort^hrist” is a favourite topic of investiga' 
tion with both the friends and the enemies of Chris- 
tianity. The volumes which have been published of 
late under that title and on that subje^ct form (pnic a 
library. It would n^quiro a lifetime to mast(T tlK*m. 

After all, the Gospels deserve our ever-renewed and 
incjoasingly attiuitive study. The same topics in 
them which have been perhaps most dwelt upon, will 
always bear fresh and fuller investigntion. There is 
an exhaustless fulness in them. Besides, there are 
multitudes every where who read the Gospels so per- 
functorily, so carelessly, that they can hardly be said 
to know them, except in a very gcneial way. For ex- 
ample, it may fairly be assumed that many Bible readers 
have never observed anything singular or striking in 
the diversity by which the four canonical Gosiiels are 
distinguished from one anoth ” That they were written 
by different authors, respbetively named Matthew, 
Mark, Luke, John, and tl at, with much that is com- 
mon to all, there are c^rtain circumstances which are 
only to bo found in one or other of them, is no doubt 
generally known ; but that there is anything in their 
diversity which is at all remarkable, in either one 
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way or othor, may very probably have been wholly 
unobserved,— so common is it for familiarity to produce 
negligence of observation, as well in reading as in other 
matte IS. 

Now here is a topic which may not unprofitably 
engage* attention ; — the fourfold diversity of the Gos- 
pels ; the individual charactcnistics of each ; along with 
tlie historical unity which nevertheless binds them 
together, as in reality, with afl their dilfercnces, the 
Gospel — the one Gospel of Jesus Ghrist, the Son of 
God. 

It might have been anticipated tliat the Spirit of 
God would not have admitted so many as four ’Gaspels 
into so small a book as the Bible without having a 
distinct object to serve by each of them ; find it is 
really wonderful how this object should be so little 
recognised wlien, so far from being a latent impress, 
discernible only to a studious observatio!), it stands 
out as a most prominent feature in every Gospel, 
whicli may be easily perceived and also appreciated 
by the simplest reader. Here are four likenesses, 
photograplied on a single card. The same face appears 
in all — only taken, one in profile, cyie in full, and the 
other two from different sides ; so that, though repre- 
senting the face of but a single person, there are not 
two. of them alike — the^irc, so to speak, the same, 
but different. Or, here nre differfent pictures of the 
same landscape by different^artists ; and the sej)arate 
production of each of them, although perfect after its 
own manner, is found to be distinguished by manifold 
varieties owing partly to the different stand -points 
occupied by the artists in doing their work, and partly 
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to such causes as tlic peculiarity of gifts, the diversity 
of tastes, aiul other obvious differences in tlie indivi- 
dual painters. The same thing occurs in literature. 
Take any biography of the same Avritten, 

independently of one another, by different autliors ; 
and Avhile, no doubt, with the unity of subject there 
will be found a substantial unity of representation in 
their respective publications, tlu're will, at tlie same 
time, b(; also found in each of them many circumstan- 
tial vari(itic‘s, sharply enough defined, according to the 
amount of ac(piaintanccship with the person in question 
possesseil by the different* biograpliers, or according to 
the features of his character which may have severally 
most impressed them, and which they hav(' endeavoured 
to exhiUt or reproduce in their several narratives. 
It has b(‘en usual to cite in illustration the well-known 
cjise of Socratc^s, one of the most enunent characters of 
Grecian antiejuity, whose life as written by two of liis 
immediate followers, Xenophon and Plato, luis de- 
scended to our times, but as differeJitly represcjjted by 
each of them as can well bo imagiiu'd without destroy- 
ing the personal identity of their common hero. For 
whereas, according, to Xenophon, who w^as a soldier, a 
man of action, his master appeals to have been ({uitc 
a practical sort of person, always bringing out his 
principles in the vari(jus actpffies of daily life ; accord- 
ing to Plato, who was a phnosopher of contemplative 
and prof(3undly thoughts mind, he appears to have 
bcciii a deep, studious, 'peinffrating thinker, who 'was 
for ever iiKpiiring into the principhis of action, the 
why and wherefore of (veryth'ing. Now, wlien the 
life of any of the world’s heroes, or any of the Ghurchs 
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worthies, is thus found to present in ordinary human 
biu^rapliy so many distinctly varied aspects, (juite 
harmonious withal, if the object or stand-point of the 
different biographers is considered,* how much more 
ought it to be expcctcil that a similar, or ratlier a 
much greater, variety of view should distinguish the 
biograpliy of (Jhrist ! His was tlui most wonderful life 
ever spent on earth ; therc^was g, fulness of development 
in it, a richness of phenomena, wliich far (‘xct'eded the 
peveeptivo power of any individual mine) ; there was 
no merely human being of ‘sufficient comprehension to 
take in the whole ; tliere was no oncj a(le({Uato to pio- 
duce a complete representation of it ; the task required 
more minds tlian one; and hence the Divine provision 
of the four evangelists, without whose fourfold plenitude 
we should have manifestly had an im])erfect or blit a 
partial view of His person, character, and life. 

The mutual relationships of the Gospels, along with 
their special diversititvs, were perhaps more distinctly 
recognised by tlie ancient Cliuixdi tlian they are now ; 
at least, it was then common to spt\ak of them as the 
four books of the one Gospel, or, niore frequently, 
the four-sided Gospel — the four-c»rncrcd Gospel — the 
four-s(]uare Gospel. 

It was also common, and the practice is still followed, 
to ^et forth their unite/^et diversified characteristics 
by various emblematical illustrations. Ircnauis, one 
of ^the earliest fathers of the Church, compares them 

* For no one doubts that the two accounts of Socrates are, notwith- 
standing^ their diversity, jiferfectly consistent with one another ; that, 
as separately represented by his biographers, he was both a man of 
thought and a man of action, philosophical and practical together. 
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to the four (juartcrs of the world, and the four princi- 
pal wiiids wliich blow over the earth. Augustine, the 
great divine of the early (Imrch, compares them to 
the four great trumpets which are sounded together 
into the four quarteis of the world to summon and 
gather the (luirch frohi^ the East and West and 
North and South into a holy unity of faith. (.'alvin, 
the Keformer, compares th^m to a trium])hal chariot, 
drawn by four steeds, in which Christ lides forth in 
great magnilicence, and with rapid progress, belore 
the whole (Jhurch to review the world, ilengel, the 
eminent ex])ositor of the New Testannnt, comparcvs 
them* to the cpiartette which forms a periect hanuony 
in vocal music, and in which the voicc^s may some- 
times sinj apart, although in gcmcral tlu^ four unite in 
tuntfuf concert. Another favourite and ancient emblem 
was taken from the river which flowed in a unit(‘d 
stream through tin* garden of lidcii to water it, and 
then scparatc'd into four channels as it issued out into 
the world. But perhaps the emblem most generally used 
in all ages, from as far back as the times of Irenaius,* 
who may not In^^ve been even then the first to use it, 
is that of the four living creatures with the four faces — 
of a man, a lion, an ox, and an eagle — which appeared 
in the visions of Ez(‘kicl, moving as they were directed 
by the Spirit, and upholding^’.ith their interlaced and 
outspread wings the throne of the Man who is ‘‘ the 
likeness of the glory of tlie Lord ; ” and which again 
appeared in the apocal^)tic visigns of John as in the 
midst of the throne and round about the throne ; or 
rather, as an old expositor of the''Reformation « "plains 
* Irena3U8 against Heresies, Book IIL, chap. II., sec. S. 
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this account of their position, as between the throne 
and the elders, and round about the throne.* 

Neither is it wrong to use Scriptural incidents or 
facts in the way of figurative illustration, when this 
may help the elucidation of any portion or doctrine of 
the Bible, ])rovided the facts of history are not trans- 
muted by the process into the mere fable of an allegory. 
We find that, in the E])istle to tlic Galatians, Paul 
allegorises tlie story of Ilg-gar and Sarah with tlufir 
sons Jshmael and Isaac; and wc may imitate his 
exam{)le, — taking care, however, to make our com- 
parison but subordinate an*d subservient as a mere 
figure, or as no other than an allegorical application of 
the proper verity. 

In this way, or just as a time-honoured jiimilitudo, 
we may adopt the comparison between the faces o&the 
living creatures in their order, as seen by John, and 
the peculiar characteristics of the Gospels in the order 
in which we have them in the Bible. “ Tlie^ first 
creature was like a lion.'’ 'J’he lion is the emblem of 
Judah’s royalty. Judah was the royal tribe. And in 
the Gospel according to Matthew, Christ is seen as 
'' the Lion of the tribe of Judah,” ‘‘,tl?e Root of David,” 
tlie Shiloh,” who is at once ‘‘ King and Lawgiver ” in 
Judah ; in other words, He is the promised royal 
Seed, the Son of the Son of Abraham 

“ and of the increase or His government and peace 
there shall be no end,” for His “ kingdom is not of 
this world ;” it is ‘‘the kingdom of heaven.” “And 
the second creature was like a'calf,” or “an ox,” as it 
is in Jlzekicl. Tliis is the emblem, at least the ori- 

* See Note to this Chapter. 
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ental enil)lem, of patient, productive, profitable lalx)ur. 
And tlie Gospel «ccorcit?ii/ to Mark is pre-eminently the 
prnctieal (jospol — the Gospel of action, as it is some- 
times called. There is nothing royal in it, nothing 
great, nothing but the record of constant laborious 
exertion and endurance in ways of well-doing ; that is 
to say, we have in it the narrative of the outward 
active ministry of (Jlirist ; lyH His ministry of words, 
for there arii no long sermons, and but a few short 
parables in it ; but Ilis ministry of deeds, as one 
labouring even unto di^ath on behalf of others, and for 
their good ; makes Himself of no reputation, and 
takes- upon Him the form of a servant, “ the Lord s 
servant,” according to a familiar view or aspect of His 
character,'* in which many of the prophecies exhibit 
Hiiri. ‘‘And the third creature had a face as a man,” 
Here we have the human aspect, an emblem of hu- 
manity in its br<jadest relationshi2)s, and without any 
distinction of class or country. And in the Gosp^d 
accordimj to Luke, it is as “the Son of man” that 
Christ is brought before us ; not so much as “ the Son 
of David or as “ the Minister of the circumcision,” 
“ the Servant of tl]a»Lord but as “ the Son of Adam,” 
the partaker of a common humanity with the whole 
family of mankind, and therefore the kinsman-lte- 
deemer of the race, without iT'.pect to the old distinc- 
tion of Jew and Gentile; “the priest after the order 
of Melchiscdec,” for the seed of Canaan under the curse 
as well as for the seed of Abraham under the blessing. 
“ And the fourth creature was like a flying eagle.” 
Here is the emblem of far-seeing and higli-srjiring 
knowledge. Named of old “the bird of heaven,” and 
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‘‘ the king of birds,” the eagle is said to fly higher 
than any of them, with unwirikiTig vision riglit in the 
eye of the snn itself, till it is completely out of sight 
beyond the clouds. And in the (Josped accordvng to 
John, are wc not carried to a much lofti(‘r and sublimer 
lunght than in any of the other (lospels ? For while 
in them the three evangelists walk .with (Christ as it 
were on earth, here John ascends with Him as it were 
to licavcn, and to tlie very throne of God ; he speaks 
of Him most of all in the transcendant and ineti'ablo 
mystery of His Divine relations ; not as the Son of 
David not as ‘‘ the Son of Abraliam not as ‘‘ the 
Son of Adam but as “ the Son of God.'* 

But we shall prosecute the examination of these 
various characteristics of the evangelists, one lifter 
anothei*, in their separate individiuility. There are 
other characteristics which might also be separately 
and profitably examined. ; but we must ])ass them by, 
or but slightly advert to them in tludr connexion with 
those to which our attention will be more particularly 
directed. 

At present wc desire to urge "^the consecutive, 
conscientious, and careful perusal of all the Gospels. 
Let it be remembered that they arc all alike inspired, 
and separately intendeij^or instruction. It is no work 
of supererogation wdien we have read one to read the 
next — and then the next, and the next also, till we 
have read all four. It is not reading the same thing 
over and over again, like She wearisomely vain 
repetitions of the Hainan breviary. There are not 
two of the Gospels alike in their style of narrative, in 
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their mode of representation, in tljoir sysfem of 
arraiiyement ; and viewed in connexion with the 
Divine plan, the differences are intentional. So far 
from being stnggered by tlum, we ought to be 
instructed by them all tlie better in the knowledge 
of Christ, established by them all the more in the 
faitli of C'hrist. ^ This is ihe gracious design of the 
Spirit of God in them ; and once we obtain the key, 
the clue, to their eluci(t‘ition, we shall find that there 
is not one of tliem which is not more or less subser- 
vieiU in its own peculiar place and way to that desigm. 

And here we may be permitted to offer one or two 
remarks* on what are commonly called “ Lives of 
, Christ,” ‘'Ilannonios of the Gospels.” 

From iwi early period in the history of the Church, 
theic unity of subject has induced many to attempt 
the combination and condensation of the four Gos- 
pels into one continuous narrative or complete 
whole as the one Gospel of Jesus Christ. Nor can 
there be a question that various advantages are to be 
derived from comparing the various Gospels, and 
exhibiting their entire consistency with one another 
in what they rebate ^in common. 

At tire same time, if they be viewed, not as 
histories complete in themselves so far as respects the 
particular purpose they wcroi*; designed to serve, but 
just as so many repertories or magazines of materiah 
so to speak, out of which we have to draw up a 
properly complete history for ourselves, there can "be 
as little question that we have set ourselves a task 
.which Grod never meant us to undertake, and ^ which, 
moreover, with the means at our command, is alto- 



OF THE GOSPELg. 


11 


gcther boyond tlie compass of our utmost cnorgic‘S. 
“ Scripture,” says a writer of our day,- — and wbat lie 
says is so far applicable to the Gospels as part of 
Scripture, — Scripture cannot, as it were, be inapperl, 
or its contents catalogued ; but after all our diligence 
to the end of our lives and the end of the Church, 
it must be an unexplored and unsubdued land, with 
heights and valleys, foresl^s and streams, on the right 
and left of our path and close about us, full of con- 
cealed wonders and choice treasures.”* 

At all events, a harmony of the Gospels in strict 
chronological order is impracticable. We cannot 
possibly work it out, at least with any tiring like 
scientific ciadainty ; for this plain and obvious reason, 
that with the exce])tioTi of the beginning ailJl the end 
of their narratives, which, as connected with a bii^gra- 
phy, almost necessarily correspond, the evangelists do 
not write chronologically : — each of them has his own 
distinct })lan and system of arrangement, and this so 
independent of chronological order, that if we attempt 
to put them together in such an order we find our- 
selves at once entangled in inextricable difficulties, and 
expose ourselves to the caustic rebuke of a sagacious 
citizen respecting an old minister of the High Church 
of Kdinburgh, who was engaged for many years in 
constructing a Harmc/ y of the kind : “ He is a 
minister that, who spends his time and strength in 
trying to make four men agree that never quarrelled.” 
Then, in addition to this, tijierc is the all-decisive 
consideration — it has pleased* God to give ,us four 
GospeJik He might have given us but one, complete 
•Quoted in Trench’s Hulsean Lectures, p. 102. 
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and perfect in itself ; or He might have given us 
four in such exact concordance, both verbal and 
chronological, that no other harmony would have been 
required, — ^we should have had what is sought for 
ready made to us. Inst(‘ad of this we have the four, 
all different, and portraying so many different suhis 
or asp('cts of the life of Christ, j^'rfectly harmonious 
no doubt, but not to be proved harnumious by being 
unified or blended into one without diversity or dif- 
feniiice. If you have four different portraits of the 
same person, taken in differeJit lights and from different 
stand-points, would you ever think of demonstrating 
the harmony or unity of their object by cutting themr 
to i)i(‘ces, and then amalgamating the different pieces . 
into one new whole ? Would that ever produce a 
likeness ? You keep them separate ; you look at 
them apart ; and their very diversities harmonise 
themselves by remaining as diversities. In the same 
way the harmony of the Gospels is evinced, not by 
tlie destruction, but by the preservation, in their own 
place and for their own uf their very diver- 

sities. Compare them as much as you please, illus-i 
tratc and explain them by one another as much 
as you please, but never do away with their separate 
individuality; never obliterate any of their peculiar 
characteristics, not even so i^'^’ch as the least impor- 
tant in your regard. Whatever you may do in the 
way of exhibiting their consistency or harmony with 
one another, let it bo in the way of keeping them 
distinct, of reading them one by one, and of retaining 
every one of even their widest distinctions, imd. also 
of even their least manifest as well as most manifest 
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diversities. The wisdom of God meant that. The 
inspiration of God meant that. There tlicy arc with 
the Divine stamp on them, and we must not efface 
one word, one letter, of tlie .stamp. We mu.st take 
them as they stand. They liave their own le.s.sons to 
teach ; let us learn them — tcvery one. Sometimes 
we may he at a loss about* ’them, hiit even then otir 
very difficulties may supply instruction to us, most 
invaluable instruction. It was said by a wise and 
good man of another, — by Richard Baxter of Judge 
Hale, — that more might be learned from his questions 
than from another man’s answers. The same thing 
may much more be said of the Holy Scriptures, .of the 
Holy Gospels, which “ oftentimes say much,” as one 
remarks, “by saying nothing — like a dial 'in Avhich 
the shadow as well as the light informs us,”*> and 
from which, if you take away either the light or the 
shadow, it is of no use at all. At any rate, that saying, 
“ Btes.scd is he who.soever .shall not be ofietided in 
Me,” is as a])plicable hero as elsewhere ; and besides, 
when we turn to the Lord for light, when we apply 
to the Divine Spirit to guide us into all truth accord- 
ing to the promise of Jesus Christy shall find that, 
sooner or later, veils, doubts, difficulties, shall be taken 
away ; and that then “ We all, with open face, be- 
holding as in a glass th^lory of the Lord, are changed 
into the same image from glory to glory, even as by 
the Spirit of the Lord.” 

Boyle : quoted in Trciicirs Ilulsean Lectures, p. 109. 



14 


THK FOURFOLD DIVERSITY 


K () T R 

There are many interpreters, ancient and modern, who hold 
that the four-iaciMl living ereatiiri's of IC/ekiel and John were 
really intended hy the Spirit of (lod to syinl)oli/e the four 
evangelists, or, as we should rather say, those aspects of the 
j)(*rson ami the office of (Jhrisi/which tliey severally exhibit in 
their respc'ctive narratives. 

Wo are not pre[)ar(Ml to'adopt the views of these interpre- 
ters. They apjx’ar to savour more' of tlie sallow inystieism of 
the cloister than of the salutary meditation of the closet. We 
must not sujipose that everything in the I>il>le which is cap- 
able of an allegorical a(la])tation ami apjdication to Christ 
hears a typical character, or was intern I cmI by the Spirit of 
(lod to exhibit Him in tliat peculiar manner to our hdieving 
view. Such a notioii has often led imm to despise and decry 
the ot)vious iuterpr(*tation of Scrij)ture as superficial, marrow- 
less, carn.al, and to seek after a hidden mystical meaning as 
alone worthy of being considered the tctiching of the Spirit. 
Various evils have llowi*d from this:- -more i)articularly, 
Scrij)tural study has been ])rosecuted by many under the 
guidance of fancy rath(*r than in the exercise of faith ; a false 
craving has been extensively engendered for something more 
pi(piant, and jierhaft^. also more recondite, than is supplied hy 
the obvious sense of Scripture ; and the Word of (lod, instead 
of being the plain book which he that runneth may read, has 
been turm'd into an (uiigma, a ridAlc, a book of conundrums, 
the scns(‘ of which is best discovf'Vl by those who are most 
skilful in the art of guessing ; and hmice also the Church of 
Itomc has be(Ui furnisln*d with the semblance of an argument 
ill firvour of her prohibitio^i of the circulation and perusal of 
the Seri j)tu res. Wo are satisfied that Luther had every 
reason to denounce on this account theSuystical inter[)i^hiti()ns 
of tlu‘ monks and schoolmen, however spiritual and profound 
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tliii;, may appear to many, as and foolish fahh's,” 

with which, as ho says, “ they rent the Scriptures into so 
many and diverse senses, that jioor silly c(jiisciences couhl 
receive no certain doctrine of any thiiif," and that Calvin 
too was fully justified in sayin^^ that the true meanin^^ of 
Scrij)ture is the natural and ohvjous nieaninf:^, hy Avhich wo 
ought resolutely to abide, and ^jhat “ the licentious system’* of 
the mystics, as he strongly expresses it, is “ undoubtedly a 
contrivance of Satan to undcviniim the authority of Sea’ipture, 
and to take away from the reading of it the true advantage.” + 

Accordingly, we do not recognize in the four living creatures, 
as seen in vision by f^zc'kiel and John, the types of the four- 
fold reprosc]itation of Christ in the four Cospels. It is 
enough to notic(i the analogy which has been pointed out, 
and to emj)loy it as an ap))ropriately felicitous illustra- 
tion of that representation. To this extent thv#» us(i which 
has been made of it for centuries in the (J'lurch, and .more 
particularly by the old painters, may be still followed ; but, 
without better evidence than that of a dogmatic assertion, 
it is manifestly improper to regard it as other thaii a happy 
accommodation of human ingenuity to help the mtunory. 

We can only accept it as a comparison, which may be 
us(Jul to illustrate the unity of the Cosi)els along with their 
charact(iristic divei'sities. As to the of its a])plication, 

we may notice the dilTerent order in which tlio faces are 
represented by Ezekiel and John. In the vision of Ezekiel 
the order is : — As for tli^ - likeness of their faces, they four 
had the face of a man, am the face of a lion, on the right 
side ; and they four had tiic face of an ox on the left side ; 
they four «also had the face of an eagle.” (Chap. i. 10.) In 
the vision of John tlio order is; — “And the first beast,” or 
rather, as the word ought to bo -"endercHl, “ the first living 


* Luther on Oalaliaii.s, iv 26. 
+ Calvin on Galtatiaiis, iv. 22. 
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cr(‘aturo wns like .n, lion, and the second living creature like a 
calf, and the third living creature had a face as a man, and 
the fourth living cTeatiirc*, wUvS like a flying eagle.’* (Chap, 
iv. 7.) To 'which of these representations does the order 
of the (Jospels corn*.spoTid 1 or (U)es it correspond to any of 
th(‘m? W(‘ need not wom^er that some should adopt one 
view, and some, another, andi oonie another ; for, as it is said 
of the living creatures, that they four had one likeness, and 
that two wings of e,very ouje we'o joine,<l one to another, so 
with all their diversity of representation the evangelists 
relate hut on(‘ history, the history of the same Christ, and 
there forii th(‘ view of ea(h, while quite distimtt, is at the same 
time found to run into, and more or less to take in also, the 
respective} vii^ws of all the others. The Church of Itome, 
following fleroine and others of the Tatluu's, ado[)ts, not very 
discrim inatk.'(‘ly, th(‘ order in Ez(*kiel. AVe take her interi)re- 
tatiov from tlui Roman Catholic commentary of the Uhomist 
fathers; and those who are acquainted with the pictures of the 
evangelists in her illuminated missals, and on her church 
walls and wimlows, as on the interior of th(‘, dome of St. 
Peter’s, will at once ])erceive how much she makes of it ; — 
the pictures are also often c,(q)icd in the engravings of family 
P)ihles, and on the enamelled dial-plates of Cerman clocks : — 
“ St. Matthew is lil^uif^d to a man, hecause he heginneth with 
the pedigree of Clirist; as He is a man ; St. Mark to a lion, 
Ixicause he heginneth with the preaching of St. John the 
]]aptist, as it were the retiring of ^V^ion in the wilderness ; St. 
Luke to a calf, hecaust*, ho l)eginnf^i with a prhist of the Old 
Testament, (to wit, Zacharias, the father of John the Baptist,) 
which priesthood was to sacrifice calves to Cod ; St. John to 
an eagle, hecause lie heginneth with the .Divinity of Christ, 
flying as liigh, as more is^not possible.*’ This is obviously 
childish and, couhl no closer rese^iblance he discovered 
hetw(‘,en the faces of the creatures and the characteristics of 
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the (h>spels, it would he just as well to pass by the thing as 
a eoin[)arison no ](*ss than as a iy])e. For this reason we 
make no reference to the diherent ways in wliich tlii^ ordc^r is 
put by Trenaeiis, Augustine and others. If any thing is to bo 
iiiado of it as an emblem, the order in the A])ocalypso is that 
which is to l)o preferred as really answauing to tlu*- order of 
the (ios])els. L(jt tlu^ lion rcun^nd us that in Matthew we 
have ‘Mhe King,” “the Lion of the tribe of eJudali,’ “the 
]toot and Oifs])ring of IJavid^’ Lot the calf or ox remind us 
that in Mark we have the “ Man that gocith forth unto llis 
work and to Ilis labour,” the Workman that needeth not 
to be ashamed,’’ One who has taken upon Him “the form of 
a servant,” “ the 8ervant of the Lord.” Let the man-lace 
nunind us that in Luke we have “ the Man Christ Je.sus,” 
*‘tho (h)cl,” the Lrothcr of humanity, the kiiisnmn-lledeemer 
of our race. In line, hit the Hying eagle remind us tli^t in John 
wo have “the Lord from heaven,” “the Word who in the 
beginning was God and with God,” ‘‘the oidy-begottim Sou 
which is in the bosom of the Father.” It may bo added, 
that if the cherubim or four living creatures are to be regarded, 
according to the geaierally received int(ir])r(itation, as ty]i('s of 
redeemed humanity in, the plenary i)erfiiction of its glorified 
existence, we have in this fourfold, and as it were cherubic, 
representation of the evangelists the all-}:^‘fect One in whom, 
as at once its j)rototype ami its life-sohrce, that plenitude of 
])erfection is attained and reidised. I’he redeemed are made 
like Him, and hence we filH the reflection of His likeness in 
theiis, .as in the chcrubiinA 


B 



THE GOSPEL ACCORDING TO MATTHEW. 


The diversity of tlic Gospels is an evidence of tlieir 
authenticity ; at least we had not so readily received 
them, had they not evinced (piitc plainly that, like all 
other men, the evangelists dilhu’ed in tludr inodes of 
thought and statement, ixs well as in their natural and 
spiritual en d own lents. 

It is, however, as bringing out so many various 
views of that wondrous life which r(‘(piired them all in 
order to express, or, as perha])s wc should rather say, 
to suggest the idea of its exhaustless fulness, that we 
have at present to do with their diversity. 

The Gosjiel c;:;cordirig to Matthew, as that which 
comes first in order, will here occupy our attention. 
A few notices of the evangelist will preface the 
consideration of it. ^J'hey wiy/ in part, prepare us for 
some of the peculiarities of tlin^f Gospel. 

I. THE EVANGELIST. 

Of his personal history there is very little known. 
That he was originally a pubNcan, that he was called 
by Christ to be one of His disciples, that he was 
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afterwards constituted one of the twelve apostl(?s, and 
finally one of the four evangelists, comprises the whole 
tliat we know of him, so far at least as his history 
may he gatliered from the Scriptures. 

But the way in wliich he adverts to the few hxets 
wliich he has occasion to meiitihn regarding himself, — 
there are hut two, — dcserves'some notice. 

1. Take tlie account oUhis aUl to become a disciple 
of Christ The account is given in chap. ix. 9, 10 — 
“And as Jesus passed fortli from tlicnce, He saw a 
man, iianunl Matthew, sitting at tlic receipt of custom : 
and Ho saith unto liim, Follow Me. And he arose, 
and followed Him. And it cainii to pass, as Jesus* sat 
at meat in the house, behold, many publicans and 
sinners came and sat down with Him jind His (l?!^ciples.’' 
This account ouglit to be compared witli that in tlie 
Gospel according to Mark, and that also m tlui Gospel 
according to Luke. Markus is given in chap. ii. 14, 
15 — “ And as He passed by, He saw Levi, the son of 
Alplueus, sitting at the receipt of custom, and said 
unto liim, follow Me. And he arose and followc'd 
Him. And it came to pass, that, as^esus sat at meat 
in his house, many publicans ami sinners sat also 
together with Jesus ami His disciples.” Luke's is 
given in chap. v. 27-2J]W-“ And afU'r these things He 
wont forth, and saw a iJlJican, named Levi, sitting at 
the receipt of custom ; and He said unto him. Follow 
Me. And he left all, rose up, and followed Him. 
And Levi made Him a gr^at feast in his own 
house ; and there was a great company of pul^licans 
and of oth^TS that sat dd^n with them.” In compar- 
ing these accounts, the following things may be noticed : 
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—It ia from Matthew himself we learn that lie Avas 
oriiLrinally a publican. The other two evangelists, in 
relating the fact, do not call him Matthew ; they give 
him what appeals to have been his Jewisb name, 
L(ivi ; so that but for his own account Ave could not 
have idimtified him as hijying once followed an occu- 
pation Avhich was univerj^ally and most justly regarded 
as dishonourable and even infamous in a Jew. Then 
Mark and Luke give us to understand that, after he left 
the receipt of custom, he took Christ to his house and 
liosi^itably entertained Him. Mark also tells us that 
he was the son of Alpliams, and likely enougli, tln^re- 
fore, the brother or step-brother of James, and a near 
kinsnijin, perhaps a blood kinsman, of our Lord ; the 
Lord’s brother or cousin, as Jamiis is called. From 
Luke, too, we gather that he Avas quite in the Avay of 
becoming rich ; for, Avhmi relating liow he responded 
to the call of Christ, he does not simply say, with the 
others, that he arose and followed Him, but with 
emphasis, — as if to intimate that it was no small 
sacrifice that he made in doing so, — that he left all^ 
and rose up, aiuVvfolloAved Hi<n;” and then again, as 
showing hoAV completely he had risen above the mean, 
miserly, penuriousness of a rapacious publican, that 
the entertainment which he ffiincdiately provided for 
Christ was “ a great feast if^ his own house.”- Not 
one of these things is mentioned by himself ; not his 
relationship ; not his wealth ; not even that the feast 
Avas given by himself ; that it was in his own house ; 
that it, was a great feast ; or that it was a feast at all. 
Called to be a disciple, but otiginally a pul^bcan ; that 
is what he says of himself ; he has no more to say ; 
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and the grace of our Lord, as exceeding abundant 
in calling one like him, is the only tiling we are thus 
allowed to think of in connexion with his call. 

2. The same self-abasing spirit comes out no less 
distinctly in the record of his appoinimciit to the 
wpostleslilp. We have thrceiiccounts of tliat ajiiioint- 
inent ; one by himself, anfther by Mark, and the 
third by Luke, from all of wliich it would appear that 
the apostles were appointed in couples, and that 
MaXthew belonged to the fourth coujile ; but, while 
both Mark and Luke name him first, and witliout any 
reference to his original profession, “ Mattliew and 
Thomas,” he puts himself second, Thomas und 
Matthew,” and at tlm sanuj time adds, as if,* by putting 
the black mark upon his name, he would, in t/ie spirit 
of that apostlcj who says of himself, Who was Ixjfftre 
a blasphemer, and a persecutor, and injurious,” bring 
out in contrast the richis of the grace of Christ — 
‘‘Matthew the publican. We can have no idea of 
the opprobrium attached to such a designation. Some- 
how it has come to bf enshrined in the Christian 
mind as the symbol of Ifumility and honesty, of peni- 
tence and prayer. The publiccm of tlic Gospel ; 
which of us thinks ill^f him, or speaks ill of him ? 
It is the Pharisee, the mligionist of his day, for whom 
we reserve our contemj^ous thoughts and our epithets 
of abuse. The story of Zaccheus, the honest publican 
who restored fourfold to all whom ho had at any time 
defrauded by over-taxation, and who received Christ 
into his house so joyfully ; and the parable pf the 
Pharisee -and the pubfican, in which the contrast 
between the two is so put as to commend the publican 
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to our Tuost Christianly affectionate regard, present 
our ideal of a publican. Tt is n^markable that neither 
the story nor the parable is to be found in this, the 
Gospel by the j)ublican. They arc both to be found 
in the (Josped according to Luke. Had they been 
recorded by Matthew, ftiinight have been said that he 
was dcisirous of extenualing the ignoniiiiy of his pro- 
fession, and therefore^ ho makes no mention of thorn. 
It is not from him that we derive our favourable 
impression of publicans. It is in his Gospel tliat 
these imjiressioris are cornjrletely removcMl ; for while 
in the other Gospels we read of ])ublicans as asso- 
ciated with sinners — an association which does not 
much oftehd our propriety or our taste — here, in 
that mebiorable sentcuice of our Lord's which Matthevv 
as*' a publican could nevdr foj’get, however others 
might, and which h(^, th(3rcfore, alone records, we 
read of them as associated^ with liarlots (chap. xxi. 
31, 32,) — “Verily, I say unto you, That the publicans 
and tlic harlots go into the kingdom of God before 
you. For John came unto yidu in the way of righte- 
ousness, and ye ^;(olicved hini| not, but the publicans 
and the harlots believed him.\’ Observe the associa- 
tion — the harlots, the inosW /depraved of women ; 
beyond all question, the pufcacans, as alongside of 
them, were in general the |g:ost depraved of men. 
It would be wrong to say, or to suggest, that Matthew 
was a person of profligate character when called by 
Christ. Had he been^#/<.ai, it is not likely that he 
would Jiave been placed, at least so early as he was, 
among the Twelve. But the '‘post he occupied under 
the alien heathen government of Rome as a' collector 
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6{ its odious tolls and customs was quite as bad in the 
estimation of at least the Pharisees as profligacy itself. 
He may have sought, like Zaccheus and others, to be 
an honest publican ; to be even a religious publican. 
No matter. By the Pharisees, and probably by many 
more, if not by all, of the oii^hodox among the Jews, 
he was, as it were, oxcommwnicated, or at least shut 
out from every thing lilic friendly fellowship ; and 
every one who has observed the moral influence of 
suoh exclusion, so depraving in its operation and 
effects, will readily recognise the obligation of this 
publican to that grace which called hiiii away from so 
much that was perilous to his eternal interests to 
follow Christ. 

So 'iiiuch for the evangelist Ho was ori'jl^inally a 
publican. Only from hilnsedf do wo hjarn that he 
was so. It is, by the way, a singularly impressive 
testimony to the genuiiJness of his Gospel; to the 
fact that he was mostlcertainly the author of it. 
None but liimself woum have been silent upon what 
has done so much to rcf«ct credit upon the publicans ; 
and none but himself Ivould have been so careful to 
let it be known, wlieil he was fccording his name 
among the apostles ^ Jesus Christ, that he was 
originally a publican. W 

The ex-scriptural i^pices of his later life and 
labours arc of no historical value. They simply 
amount to this, that after a fifteen years' residence 
in Jerusalem, or somewhere in Palestine, where he 
wrote this gospel, he went abroad and preaclj^d the 
Word in different counxries, and at length, according 
to a somewhat doubtful legend, died a martyr's death 
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We need not attempt to make any thing of thes« 
traditions. Enough for us that his Gospel stands first 
in the Now Testament canon. If it was not the first 
wliicli was committed to writing, it was, in all proba- 
bility, the first Avhich was autlioritatively published 
to the world. At all ^ events, it is the first which 
claims our attention and\tegard. 

II. THE GOSPEL. 

It is inscribed “ The Gospel according to Matthew 
that is, the Gospel in that aspect or view of Christ 
which Matthew undertook to exhibit to his readc^rs. 
It is not believed that thi inscription was prefixed 
to the Gospel by Matthew nimself, but it lias been so 
prefixed from the earliest fges, and it has also been 
always regarded as correctll ascribing the Gospel to 
Matthew as its author. S 

1. Almost the first peculiarity which strikes a 
reader in the perusal of it' js its systematic form. 
Every part of it is distinltuished by its orderly 
arrangement. The chronological order is set aside to 
a considerable extent, and a epical order is adopted 
which is (piite as valuable in own way and for its 
own purpose. Discourscs,^parables, prophecies, 
miracles, arc grouped toget|^r by themselves in 
separate chapters. Wo have whole chapters devoted 
to each of them in succession, — chapters with nothing 
in them but sermons, — chapters with nothing in them 
but miracles, — chapters with nothing in them but 
parables, and so on, — all classified according to their 
subject, and all bearing on the illustration of some 
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particular feature of the official character of our Lord, 
or the demoiLstratioii of some particular claim, or other 
circumstance connected with it. Tn connection with 
this peculiarity of arrangement, it has also been 
observed that this Gospel is not so minutely fjraphic 
in its details as the other (^j«pels ; but the porh^ction 
of finish and the sublimit* of effect produced by its 
admirable combinations ^arc quite sufficient to com- 
pensate for the comparative generality of its descrip- 
tions; and besides, these combinations are often accom- 
panied with such sharp and striking contrasts that 
both our instniction and our interest are most 
felicitously secured. We may add, that this methodi- 
cal arrangement bears kipon it the uwmistakeablo 
impress of its authorshi|. As a publican^’. Matthew 
must have biMm traineefl to the practice of methodis- 
ing his business-transaclions accoixling to some sort 
of rule or order. If hJdid not keep accounts in the 
way that tax-(U)llectors Jow do, it may bo at least pre- 
sumed tliat he had lear,Jed the art of writing ; and that 
in his office, or at thc^eceipt of custom, he was more 
or less habituated to thi practice of systematic business 
arrangement, if not alii) of orderly official book-keep- 
ing.* Perhaps it w^on this account that, of all the 
apostles, he was honi^^Ml, as being the best qualified 
in point of acquirerrAt, to be the author of the first 
Gospel in the canon ; — first, it is bedieved, in point 
of publication, as it is in point of order. At any rate, 

* That he occasionally pluraliscH' what is mentioned by other 
evangelists in the singular Jjas also been referred, not unwarrant- 
ably, to hi^ habits of professional exactness. Vide Smith of Jordan- 
hill’s Dissertation on the Gospels, pp. 288, 298. 
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the orderly liabits of his profession and the orderly 
’ character of his Gospel are strikingly harmonious ; 
so that here again we have another singularly impres- 
sive testimony to the genuineness of the Gospel. 

2. But the main peculiarity of the Gospel is to be 
observed in its dislruct rcAjresentaiion of Jesus as the 
Christ, — the Messiah promised to the fathers, aiid so 
often spohen of as such, in ^te projiliecles of the Old 
TestuDietd ScTq)tures, This was the representation 
which was specially required to secure and to confii’tn 
the faith of pious Israelites who sought in Christ for 
“ the 8on of David, the Son of Abraham and, 
accordingly, there is reason to believe that Matthew 
primarily intended his Gosjjpl for Jews, or at least 
for Chiistkui Jews. On thisliccount it maybe called, 
not improperly, the Ilebrewl Gospel. Some, indeed, 
believe, on the testimony oflcertain of the Fathers, 
that it was originally written the Hebrew language, 
or rather the Aramaic, as coijjnonly spoken in Judea 
at the time ; and, although k ps is controverted by 
others with much eifcctivcneffc, it docs not appcjar 
an unlikely thin<^; nor doeslit conflict with the 
inspiration of tln^ (.nxv3k originaMif that also was, as has 
been conclusively proved, the ^^duction of Matthew. 
,It is quite plain that, as a nnl^o Jew and a Roman 
official, Matthew must have bj^ (pialificd to write 
both his own language and that of the government 
wdth facility ; and considering how both languages 
were then spoken and written in Judea — as, at the 
present day, both Dutch and English are very com- 
. monly used in speech and wf iting at the ^Cape of 
.‘Good Hope, and Gaelic and English in the Highlands 
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of Scotland — the patristic evidence for a Hebrew as 
well as a Greek Gospel by Matthew may l)e accepted' 
without any great demur. We know that, in order 
to its being generally useful, a Hebrew as well as a 
Greek History of the Jewish War was written by 
Josephus, and the same tkifig may have been done 
by his contemporary, tlieJevangelist. At all events, 
this Gospel is unqucs^icmably the Gospel for the 
PFebrews, the Gospel paiftcularly designed for them. 
We do not find in it luch explanations of Jewish 
localities and Jewish uAges as are common in the 
Gospel according to Lufe and the Gospel according 
to John, which were adcjressed in the first instance to 
Gentile readers. Therclis, on tln‘ contrary, a variety 
of allusion in it, whicliJ seems to presuppcoc, on the 
part of its readers, an alcpiaintance with Jewish man- 
ners and ])eculiarities. Inch as could hardly belong to 
others than Jews. Tljere is also a much greater fro-ll 
(pieiicy of reference in than in the other Gospels to 
the fulfilment of Oklwrestanient prophecy, together 
with other indication! of a design to establish, on 
grounds specially adalted to command the conviction 
of Jews, the claim of iesus as tlhc Christ to the king- 
dom of His father^lJavid. Perhaps it is on this 
account that dates iVi minute details arc not given, 
in it as in the otl^ Gospels. The object of the 
evangelist is evidently to furnish, not a chronological 
history of the life of Christ, but rather a doctrinally 
historical survey of it, so to speak. Hence we have 
in it, as already noticed, a grouping together of the 
words apd the deeds iftf Jesus, — of His sermons and 
parables, of His miracles and movements, — without*. 
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Tniicli regard to localities and dates, but as plainly 
proving in the plcaiiludo of their combination, that 
the ancient prophecies were fulfilled in Him, that He 
was the very Messiah foretold in them, and that it is 
therefore vain, and worse than vain, to look for any 
other. Then, in addition ito this bringing and blend- 


ing together of the propli|'cy and the history, so that 
they appear as if no morc!^ tAvaiii but one in Christ, 
there is also a continuout'^^y sustained refiuence in 
almost ev(Ty chapter to the ^ ingship and the kingdom 
of the Lord Jesus, as tlui in which He was pre- 
eminently ijroved to be thc^true Messiah. It must 
be obvious that this was i|;3solutcly necessary in a 
Gospel designed for Jews, 

Saviour, Arelcome no Messia 
to the charaebu' of ^‘the Sell of David, the Son of 
Abraham,” of One who was pit the same time ‘‘both 
Lord and Christ.” 

3. Accordingly, this Gosp 
mand the faith of the Jews 
Messiah, is distinctly the Gos\^l of His Messianic 
royalty. As such, the memoi|Hl or symbol of it is 
the lion-fixee of tlfe cherubic hynibol ; at least, as 
the emblem of Judahs royalt^:^his hieroglyh most 
appropriately distinguishes or 
aspect of the character and o; 
iiavc here portrayed. 

This may be demonstrated very easily : the most 
cursory examination of the Gospel may indeed suffice 
to verify it. 

(1.) Let us take a general ''purvey of the Gospel. 
To begin witli the first chapter : — the first verse, even 


flThey could receive no 
but such as answered 


as designed to com- 
1 Jesus as the true 


Ascribes the peculiar 
fh of Christ which we 
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although it should be held to be but the designation 
of the genealogical table of whicli it is the heading, 
may be said to form the motto of the whole Gospel, 
to announce by anticipation the subject of it, the 
burden of it, ''The book of the generation of Jesus 
Christ, ihe Son of David, tHi? Son of Abraliam that 
is to say, of Jesus Christ, \Mo is at once tlie Root and 
the Offspring of David, thilHeir and the Poss(\ssor of 
the Davidical kingdom in ‘|s very utmost extemt, as em- 
bracing, according to the wiginal promise to the father 
and founder of the Jewi-fi race, ''all the nations of 
the earth.” Turning tolhe second chapter, we there 
road, "Now when Josuslwas born in Detlilehom of 
Judea, behold, there cani wise men from the east to 
Jerusalem, saying, Whcjp is He iliat is boi^i Kimj of 
the Jews ? ” Then lookAig into tlie third chapte?, we 
hear " John the Baptis<| preacliing in the wilderness 
of Judea, and saying, Repent ye, for ihe himjdom of 
heaven is at hand.’’ 'Men in the fourth chapter, after 
the account of the t^tmptation in which the offer of 
" all the kingdoms of iJtie world ” is inerffioned Ifjst, as, 
according to the idea m this Gospel, the climax of the 
temptation, we read |f Jesus Himself beginning to 
preach ; and the suj||^t of TIis ])reaching is precisely 
the same as John’s, '®Vom that time Jesus began to 
preach, and to say, F^ent, for f/ic hivgdom of heaven 
is at hand.” Observe, the devil would have had Him 
to prefer " all the kingdoms of this world,” but His 
"kingdom is not of this worhl,” — "The kingdom of 
heaven is at hand.” — "And Jesus went about all Gali- 
lee, teaching in theii^ synagogues, and preaching the- 
Gospel of the kingdom” Then in the fifth, sixth, and ■ 
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sc^vcTith chapters, wo have the sermon of this Gospel 
of the kingdom. Tlie sermon begins with the beati- 
tudes of the kingdom, Blessed are the poor in spirit, 
for theirs is the kingdom of heaven f' “Blessed are 
they wliich are persecuted for rigliteoiisncss’ sake, for 
theirs is (he kingdom ofi heaven ” Proceeding with 
the laws of the kingdonf^. it delivers them in that 
autocratic styhi Avhich beloi to Ghdst as King, “ Ye 
have heard that it was saiyby them of old time,’' — 
“ But I say unto you.” Tq^ards the conclusion the»'C 
occurs this desciiption of tlu subjects of the kingdom, 
“Not every one that saith irito Me, Lord, Lord, shall 
enter into /Ac kingdom of }f?hvcn, hut he that doeth 
the will of ‘My Father whidi is in heaven," The 
whol(‘ is v^ound up by the o/a,ngelist in the iin:d re- 
mark which will be seen, thus considered, to be 
most em}>hatic, “ For He tauMit them as One having 
aathoriifj” — 1 ho authority of\One who was King as 
well as Prophet, — “and not a| the scribes.” Then in 
the eighth and ninth chapters F*^s mirach's are recorded 
in a manner which illustriously* sets foith Ilis loyal 
majesty, and at the end we re.^d, “Jesus went about 
all the cities and villages, teaching in their synagogues, 
and pleaching the Go.spd of iheY^^ngdom, and healing 
every sickness and every discji^ ‘''^'among the people.” 
Then in the tenth chapter we ve the ordination of 
the twelve apostles Avith their commission, “ Go to 
the lost sheep of the house of Israel, and as ye go, 
preach, saying, the kingdom of heaven is at hand." 
Then a{£ain, in the eleventh chapter we read that 
“ since uie days of John the Baptist the kingdom of 
heaven suffercth violence, and the violent take it by 
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force and in the twelfth chapter that He vindicated 
His authority as Lord of the Sabbath, when on that 
day, His disciples, being an hungered, plucked and 
ate tlie ears of corn in the fields, by appealing to ''what 
David did,'' and tliat upon His healing " one possessed 
with a devil, blind and duir-b^" " all the people were 
amazed, and said, Is not th^ the Son of David ? " 

(2.) ilut not to refeivmus particularly to the re- 
maining chapters, althoug^j similar illustrations might 
b^ cited from all, or aim Jt all of them, may per- 
haps still better see the -jlisthtctive characteristic of 
this Gospel by comparlivy it with the other Gospels, 
We always sec obj(‘cts be it by contrast — at least .their 
peculiarities. Take tin i genealogy of our Lord as 
given by both Matthew ind Luke. In Luke* it runs 
up to Adam, for therci^He is the Son of man/^ in 
Matthew, where He is* seen not so much in His 
mere humanity ;xs in edis covenant royalty, it goes 
no higher than Abrahiim, Then from David, who 
is twice over in it csticd ** the kiiujf down to the 
captivity, it runs in tiAe line of the royal seed who 
occupied the throne jof David ; while in Luke, who 
gives the lineal, not the legal genealogy, the royal 
dignity of David is|^ so much as mentioned; and 
the line also diverg(«from the royal branch of his 
family and househokij and only touches it again at 
the period of the Babylonish captivity, when the 
Davidical kingdom came to an end. Turn, in the 
next instance, to the notices in the same evangelists 
of the infancy of Christ. In Luke He is the " Child 
born;" in Matthew He is the King born." In 
Luke His birth is the visit of “ the day spring, to give 
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light to them tliat sit in d«arkiieHS and in the sliadow 
of d(‘ath/' the dawn of a Light to lighten the (len- 
tilcs ; wheicas in Matthew it is tlic advent of ‘'a 
Governor to rale My iKo'ple Israel/' ''the Klny of 
the flevjs." Then pass to the preaching of John the 
Baptist : — it is in Maltllel “ Repent, for the kingchmi 
of heaven is at haml f inXMark and Lnke it is ‘"the 
baptism of re])entnnec. forl^re remission of sins,” — no 
nieiitioii is made of theudngdom ; while in John, 
whose notice is also charaeti Hstic of his Gospel as the 
Gospel of the Divinity of (.'.Tist, it is, '‘This is He of 
whom I spake ; lie that co \etli after me is prehared 
before me ; for He was before ^pie.” Them just to notice 
the sermon on tlie mount, i he substance of which, as 
given by Matthew, is repeatul by Luke : — the expres- 
sion in the beatitudes, “ ForUheirs is the kingdom of 
heaven/' occurs only in Matrhew ; and the doxology 
to the Lord’s prayer,* “ For tpine is tliC kingdom, and 
the power, and the glory, fij- ever. Amen,” is also 
peculiar to this Gospel, beinS’^omitted by Luke alto- 
gether. Then pass over to i he scenes of (Mvary. 
The only one of t]\e seven say^lgs of tlie cross which 
is recorded by Matthew is thal^ from the 2 2d Psalm, 
“ Eli ! Eli ! lama sabachthani is to say, My God, 

My God, why hast Thou forsaf *?i me V but '\ye have 
only to turn to the psalm itsc|^\yhich is not unrea- 
sonably supposed to have been repeated by Christ from 
beginning to end, in order to see how appropriately 


* This doxology does not occur in the manuscripts, but, as still 
holding its place in our English version, nrhicli forms the text of pulpit 
exposition, it is here (pioted as appropriately illustrative of the point 
in hand. The question of its genuineness is another matter. 
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He fell back upon it, or at least took the saying from 
it as related in this Gospel. It is distinctively the 
psalm of the kingdom, of the kingdom founded uj)on 
His sutferiiigs, upon the atonement-sacrifice of the 
Lord IVIessiali. Sorrowful as is its beginning, how 
triumphantly does it end, — JJV^ctly like the history of 
the cross in Matthew. fhe eiids of the world 

shall remember and turn u,So the Lord ; aiul all the 
kindreds of the nations f#all worship before Thee. 
Foj- the hin(jdom is the Ltiiirs, and Ho is ilia Gover- 
'iior amon(j iliC a^o the psalm. ''All poiver 

'h (jiiKii nvfo Me in hemen and in earth. Go ye 
therefore, and teach (dl baptizing them in 

tlu' name of the Father, Aid of the Son, ^ind of the 
Holy Gliost ; teaching tJiem to observe a]^l things 
whatsoever 1 have commalded you,” — so the Gospel. 
Tluai to pass over other mets luid incidents — such as 
the entry of Jesus intcA Jerusalem, along with His 
trial, condemnation, am/ crucifixion — which are re- 
]at(ul by the evangelist^^^Mii common, but by each of 
them with his own elniacteristic distinctiveness ; let 
a glance be taken of soiie of the 2 )arables as found in 
the (liffercuit Gospels, frakci, for ^xffinple, the parable 
of the marriage supjjjM In Matthew (xxii. 2) it is, 
"The I’itujdom of is like unto a certain king 

which made a marria® for his son.” Jn Luke (xiv. 
JO) it is sim})ly — without any reference to royalty — 
"A cci'tdin DKtih made a great supper, and bade 
many.” All the parables in Matthew, with three 
exceptions, are, in fact, parables of the kingdom of 
heaven, while in none 4)f the other Gospels is there 
even one parable in which the kingdom of heaven is 

c 
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SO much as mentioned. There are parables of the 
kingdoTn related in the other Gospels ; but while in 
Matthew it is ‘'the kingdom of heaven” that is spoken 
of, — the kingdom of which (Jhrist occupies tlie throne, 
as Himself the monarch of it, — in them it is “the 
kingdom of’ God,” a •(ivsignation under which He 
seems to subordinab' HiMself, as it were, to the posi- 
tion of a subject of tlie fi'ngdom. I'liiis in the para- 
bles of the mustard seeoUand the leaven, Matthew 
writes (xiii. 31), "'The of hrorcii is like to 

a grain of mustard seed ;Vi. (xiii. 33), '' The khiffdum 
of heareif is like unto leavVei but Mark (iv. 30-31), 
“Whercunto shall we likcui- the kingdom <f God? or 
with what ‘Comparison shael wc compare it? Tt is 
like a g^min of mustard so‘d;” and Luke (xiii. 18), 
“ Unto Avdiat is the kingdon;i‘o/ God like ? and wherc- 
unto shall T res(‘mbl(‘ it ? ct is like a giain of mus- 
tard seed;” (xiii. 20), “ Wlpnamto shall I liken the 
kingdom of God ? It is like leavmi.” Even in those 
parables of Matth(‘W which Wo not parables of the 
kingdom of heavcui, becausexethey immediately refer 
to periods and events antecedfhit to the actual (‘stab- 
lishnuuit of that\ingdom, wlfpn Jesus was personally 
exalted as both Lord and (-hr^^H to the right hand of 
God the Father, there are cl'h iTctcu'istic allusions and 
expressions not to be found inWie other Gospels. For 
example, in the parable of the sower, which refers to 
the work of (dirist as a Prophet on earth before He 
was a King in heaven, and in which therefore the 
kingdoin of heaven is not the subject of illustration, 
the seed is intcirpreted as ‘VTlic word of the king- 
donif' whereas in Mark it is simply cafled “The 
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word and in Lnke, ‘‘The word of God.” Again, in 
the parable of tlie vineyard, wliicli also in its subject 
precedes the establish nient ufitbc kingdom of heaven, 
Matthew l)(‘gins, “T'herc was a certain house/tohlcf ,'' — 
“ house-lord ” — it is a titlJ of authority, — “ which 
planted a vineyard;” while lloTh Mark and Luke drop 
the idea of dignity, and sayjf'A certain ')nan/’ I'lien 
«aga-in in the ])arable of t3yi(iTtw(^ sons, whicli mak(‘s no 
reference in any form to tl % kingdom, it is added by 
way of explanation, “ Jes ji saith unto them, Vciily 
I say unto you, tliat tli® publicans and liarlots go 
into the L'ingcloiii of |)efore you.” The kingdom 
here occurs in the ex23lalation ; but it is not ‘‘ tlie 
kingdom of lu‘a-ven it|is“tlio kingdom of God,” 
because the parable refeA to the times of rfolm tljo 
Baptist, which preceded r‘ the kijjgdom of lieavAi.” 

For John came unto wu in the way of righteous- 
ness, and ye believed hii;^ not; but tlio publicans and 
hai^ts believed him.” /tLet us here remark, in pass- 
ing, that the ])hrase, »/che kingdom of God,” as it 
occurs in Matthew, wilS be always found on examina- 
tion to refer to the kifgdom before it became “ the 
kingdom of heaven” b^the njectfon of its King from 
earth and His recepl^^^^nto heavem. To instance two 
passage's (xii. 28), “ if I cast out devils by the 
Spirit. of God, then fhl§/ci)ifj{loia of God is come unto 
you.” “The kingdom of God ,” — fhai had come, be- 
cause the Kiim---the Divine Kiim Himsolt* — was there 

o o 

among them; but not “the kingdom of heaven;” llatt 
was at hand only : it did not come unto thejn till 
Christ “ sat down on tin? right hand of tlie Majesty 
on high.” (xxi. 43,) “Therefore say I unto you, 



30 


THK GOSPKL AC(V)1^DING TO MATTHEW. 


The kingdom of God> shall be taken frojn you, and 
given to a nation bringing forth the fruits thereof.'’ 
‘‘The kingdom of God;!' the Jews had that, God was 


Kiiu 


His theo|\ra(;y 


was 


their 

glory ; but tliey never hkd “ tlie kingi 
ad itrand they w( 


4 ^ 


They might have h 
had they not rejected 
tlunnst'lvcs, so that otheiV' 
up among the Gentiles. 


u 


their boast, their 
dom of heaveji.” 
y would have had it, 
counsel of God against 
were -prederred ; it was set 


• k 

1 C! 


(3.) But the subject is po vast to admit of futther 
illustration : there are so nf ny suchlike charaetcaistic 
and e(\ually sigiiiiicant moct expression in Matthew 
whi(‘h distinguish his viev from that of the other 
Gospc'ls. Wo. shall only ref ‘r to a very few additional 
passages* and idirases by *bay of showing that the 
evangel/id'H vievj of the of J)(tv}d, ''ike King of 
the Jc'ivsf is mot that of th^ramud or sev/idar tradi- 
tionalism of his d((y, hat t}^d of the Old Testa/nient 
prophecies which the Scrifbs and Pharisees '^th 
all their pretence of scrip^^'^'ral (irudition did not 
understand — that of the I’^'^ig whose kingdom is 
founded on atoneinenUsacrifid^', on atonement righte- 
ousnc'ss — whose kingdom is 'kmstantly o})])osed and 
rejected by the I’ulers of th(i ‘'4d — whose kingdom, 
in short, is not of tliis woif while at the same 
time, and in the highest seJ^^^e, it embraces it — it 
embraces ah heaven and earth together. 

There is, first, ihe significant expression itself — 
The kingdom of heaven” This expression occurs 
in Matthew only, b(‘ing used as many as thirty times, 
and nev(U‘ so much as even once in the other Gospels. 
Is not this significant ? We may surely learn some- 
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thing from it, as thus the uniform designatiou of tlio 
kingdom in the Gospel of the Messianic royalty. 

“ The kingdom of lieavcm ! Can the miscrahlo 
kingdom of l^ipal Rome — cAn any secular kingdom, 
whatciver it may ]n\^ and ^hertiver it mn,y bo, — 
ever bo lield to stand for milit ? Had it been “ the 
kingdom of God,” it migff have Vx'tin said tliat a 
State-organization, such cV'itlic# Papacy with its tem- 
poral power, was rcxjuiri . as tlie New Tc^stament 
eonntia part of the old IsJ.el- theocracy ; but 'when in 
the Gospc‘] of tlu‘ kingdoi^* it always appears as “ tlie 
kingdom of lu^aven,” the|argument is gone. It is a 
kingdom which is (piito distinct from the kingdoms of 
the world, which is a-bovefthem altogether* 

Then there' is also iJir. cAuAilly slynljlcant rfprcsslo 4 i^ 
IVtc Chuirhy This expicssion also occurs in MattTiow 
only. The other ova.ng(|li8ts mwer name it. Hen‘ it 
is named over and o\er '^^gain, and always in connexion 
wi^h the kingdom of InGveii, and as, in fact, identical 
with it. T1 le Di vine ^|:>resci once conu'S out in this 
<|uite uninistak(‘ably. fit obviates by anticipation the 
argiiimmt with whichlwe are soi^^times met, that, 
because the kingdonjof Christ is the kingdom of 
heaven. He is not yv ..j|King, or He lais not, at least 
as yet, a kingdom ; j 3|R that therefore the corporate 
organisation of Chrisirins into a visible Church, or 
spiritual kingdom, in immediate subjection to Himself, 
is not a matter of Christian duty. But no. It is 
here, in the Gospel of the kingdom, that we find 
the Church invested by Christ with the functions of 
discipline* and self-government, — The kingdom of , 
heaven,” — and, as such, established and sustained 
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even on earth l)y tlio spiritual sanctions of a Divine 
autliority. “ And I say also unto thee, That thou art 
P(‘ter, and upon tins ir)ck will [ build jj/y Ch/iirch, 
and the gates of hell whall not pn^vail against it. 
And T will give unto th(.fc tlie keys of the kingdom of 
heaven; and whatsoeveTl thou shalt bind on earth 
shall be bound in heavcui and whatsoever tliou shalt 


loose on eartli shall bojoo.4 h in heaven.^' “Moreover 
if thy brother shall trt'spai; against thee, 
him his fault between theelSul him alone. 


go and tell 


If he shall 

hear the(\ thou hastgaiiUHl jiy brothcir. But if he will 
not lu‘ar thee, then take wAi thee one or two more, 
that in the mouth of two; or three wiin(\ss('s cv(Ty 
word may l)^. established. ‘:\nd if he shall neglect to 
hear theifi, tidl it unto the C\vrclt, But if he neglect 
to Ifear the him he unto thee as an heathen 

man and a publican. Voril4 I say imto you, What- 
soever ye shall bind OIK 'arth Aiall be bound in heaven, 
and whatsoever yo shall loosaon earth shall be loosed 

• 1 n > 

in heaven. y 

Then, in the next place, alo igside of the spiritual 
independence of ^ the Church^ — “ the kingdom of 
heaven’' — and <piit(f in harnuihy with it, there is the 
due recognifioii of civil as 'paramount 

wiihin its ouni sphere of act? oh ind not to be resisted 
in the legitimate exercise of \ functions under any 
pretence of allegiance to the kingship and kingdom of 
Jesus Christ. It is in this Gospel only, for oxainplo, 
that the duty of paying tribute to the civil power is 
express, ly taught by both the precept and the example 
of our Lord. When the Hftrodians and Pharisees 
tempted Him to teach sedition by the crafty question, 
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Ts it lawful to give tributJ unto Caesar or not ?” 
Mark and Luke represent Him as saying, “Bring Me 
a penny,” “Show Mo a pimny;” and it has been 
all(‘gc‘d that Ilis admirable rAly, wlien it was brought 
to Him, “Render therefore unto Casar the tilings 
which be Caesar’s, and untoJCjod the tlihigs whidh bo 
God’s,” was only an ingenhjPs evasion of tlui (|uestion 
put to Him ; but as MaHiu'V ppts it, tie said, “ Slmw 
Me tke irilnUe nn/nc//,” so jiat it was witli the penny 
in* Ilis hand as tribute ^noncy that Jlis reply was 
given ; and accordingly was no evasion, but an 
explicit inculcation of tlij duty of payment. If any 
doubt of this sliould stwl nnnain, it is (U)inpletely 
removed by tlie fa-ct tlmt our Lord adtuaJly paid 
tribute, and also on on® occasion wrought'^h miracjlc 
to provide tlie means of|doing.so. The fact is ^nly 
recorded in this Gospel — In the Gospel by the publican; 
and it is so like the pub;ican toreconl it (xvii. 24-27): 
“And when tliey were /pine to Gapernauin, tliey that 
received tribute moneys ^;anie to Peter and said. Doth 
not your Master ? He saith. Yes. And 

wlien he was come iiJo the housj^ Jesus prevented 
him, saying, WJiat tlimkest thou,* Simon ? Of whom 
do the kings of ti ^^arth take custom or tribute ? 
Of tlieir own cliildr(jS|^or of strangers 'i Pcdiu* saith 
unto -him. Of strangcH. Jesus saith unto him, Then 
are the children free. Notwithstanding, lest we should 
offend them,” — notice the reasoning here ; it matters 
not what the tribute in question may lie said to be ; 
be it that it was an assessment for religious, objects 
rather than a tax for* civil purposes ; tliose who, as 
under the theocracy of Christ, refuse the payment of 
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civil and relij^ious ducsjlmay perhaps learn a lesson,* 
— '' Notwitlistandinpf, Awf wc should ojfh)d ihom, go 
thou to the sea, a.nd c.pt an hook, and take up the 
fish that first coineth u|t and Avhen thou hast <)[)(Mied 
his mouth, thou shalt ftnd a piece of moiu^y : that 
take* and give unto Ihenv for Me and thee.” Again, 
it is in Ihis Gospid only ta it the autliority of Pilate is 
expressly recognised, r TiJ ^ Ihe other (u)s{>els he is 


simply named lhlat(‘; lie! 
Pilate the fjoveriior” 


he is '' the (jovcriurr,'' or 
Phen again, it is in this 


Gospel that we (ind th(^ i'brds of (lirist, when He 
rehuked tln^ unlawful resist^ict^ of Pet(‘r on the occa- 
sion of llis apprehension, F Put up thy sword into 
Ids place words which aA, indi'ed, to he also lound 
in the (.fospel according toVjohn, but not as acoom- 
paiiied by the* following, milch are to bo found in 
this Gospel only, “ the Gosp^ of tlie kingdom,” For 
all they that take the swoirl shall perish with the 
sword.” L 

Put we cannot condescend on all the references 


which we had marked. 


lass from references to 


the I’iviidora as fe^inded on aw7ie7aent-rif/hfeovsness, 
the key-note of which maybe ijjnijd in that sigidficant 
utterance which is peculiar to^^j , Gospel, xSuffer it 
to bo so now, for thus it b(^incth tis to fulfil all 
righteousness;” from referenced also to the kinydom 
as constantly opposed and rejected hy the riders of 
this luorld, the first of which meets us in the persecu- 


* There, is a difference between levying an assessment and paying 
. it. The assessment may be one that^ ought not to be^imposed or 
demanded. Still it may be dutiful to pay it, ‘‘Lest we should 
olFend thcm.’» 
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tioii of Ilcrod when the K'mW of the Jcn%s '' Avas hut 
ail infant, and tlie last in the Crucifixion, when Pilate 
ordered that inscription to le put upon tin? cross, 
''Phis is J('sus, the King oM the Jev's.'' We shall 
only notice further one or \mo explicit nderencc's to 
(Ilc catholic extension of themdngdom beyond the con- 
secrated boundaries of the IJnd of Israel to tlu) utmost 
boundaries of the Chiutil*^ Avarld. In the opening 
genealogy Ave find the nai^^es of four (Jentile Avonuni, 
Tlrtunar of Tininath ; Tli^liab of Jericlio; Kuth of 
MoaJ) ; and l]alhsli(‘ba of^Iath; all of them aliens by 
birth to tile Abrabaniic mniily; and Ave thus see, at 
tlic very outs(‘t, hoAv MiiCtlimv, Jew and pul)liean as 
originally he. Avas, distinct!^ understood tliat, according 
to the Aliraharnic covenant, more than tlie Alirahan^ic 
family, even " all the families of the earth/' an' t8 be 
“blessed” in (Jhiist. Plen on the birtli of the King 
of the JeAVS, it is not th> Jews, but " Avise men fcom 

the eastf the first-fruitsj hf tlie Gentiles, Avho come to 
. . * 

worship TTim ; and ug^tn wo see hoAv Matthew had 
altogether risen aboA® the exclusive bigotry and 
traditionalism of his nttion and lijji day, and hoAV he 
should have lieen to record these and otluT 

sayings of his Lord ^ i Master, which are only to be 
found in his Gospel, And I say unto you that many 
shall ’come from the Mst and west, and sliall sit doAvn 
with Abraham, and Isaac, and Jacob, in the kingdom 
of heaven. But the children of the kingdom shall be 
cast out into outer darkness ; there shall be Aveeping 
and gnashing of teeth.” ‘‘ All power is givon unto 
Me in hoaven and in earth. Go ye therefore and 
teach all nations, baptizing them in tlie name of the 
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Father, and of the Soniand of the Holy Ghost, teach- 
ing tliem to observe 111 things whatsoever I have 
coinnianded you ; and 1 ), 1 am with you alway, even 
unto the end of the worll/’ 

Now TO CONCLUDE.* \ Let US not fail to make a 
praefi'eal use of the vieivVf Christ ^vhich is ihits ex- 
hibited in this 1 is not enough, in our 

examination of the sevc raft Gospels, that we can place 
ourselves in the proper stanring point of contein[)lation, 
so as to view oacli separaw'^ likeness as it has been 
drawn, and in the very liglt and shade in which it 
was intended to be seen, pet us remember that the 
Gospel has been eommittedito writing for the accom- 
pHshment of other and much higlu'i* purposes, and 
let Us read and study it for tlu;se purposes. In the 
Gospid according to John weibehold (.lirist as tlio Son 
of Gt)d, and we are expressly |^, old that that Gosi)el was 
written that we should i)elie|;e in Him as such, and 
receive power to become oum3lves the sons of God. 
In the Gospel according to liikc we behold Him as 
the Son of man, jyid we conui^ to know that as such 
He was the rattern-man, and tlpxt, as He was, so 
should w'e be in the world. 1^ i ^ic (Jospel according 
to Hark w^e Ijchold Him inV^sc form of a servant, 
the Servant of God; and we t.arn of Him, as -such, 
the lesson of patient endurance, and unmurmuring 
obedience, and unwearied exertion, in the duties of 
our station and our vocation, whatever tliat may be. 
And so in the examination of this Gospel, the Gospel 
a(;cording to Matthew, where Ve behold Him as the 
King of Israel, let us bow to His authority ; let us 
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touch, in token of our suhmftsion, the outstr(‘tcl)od 
s(u^ptre of Ills yrace ; let us p|(3ve ourselves to 1)(3 “ a 
willing 2 )eople,’’ willing to be^or Him, and willing to 
do for Iliiri, as He may comiftand in the day of His 
kingly power. 

And with this view, let here read a passage, 
which is only to be found iij^lhis (Jospel, and certainly 
as precious a passaged as, be found in any of the 
(lospels ; ”it shows, too, ii'^its peculiarly attectionate 
style, that ihc Jesus of ^^Jtthew, however differently 
viewed l)y him, is in reab'^y the same as the Jesus of 
John, for it reads like a mssage from the pen of the 
beloved disciple ; oidy tlu4, as occurring in Matthew, 
the (Jospel of royalty, it is invested with the majesty 
of royalty: (xi. 27-30.) “All things are delivered 
unto Mo of My Father; and no man knowidh dhe 
Son, but the Father ; neither knowtdh any man the 
Father, save the Sun, and he to whonisotwcu* the Son 
will reveal him. Conuj‘* unto j\Ii', all yc‘ that labour 
and are heavy laden, a’ *1 I will give you r(\st. Take 
My yoke upon you, aiu? learn of Me ; for 1 a,m meek 
and lowly in heart : and ye shah find rest unto your 
souls. For My y^e — obsei-ve; He speaks of His 
yoke, of the scTvicc^^ch He re(piires, for it is as the 
King that He here iSiSfresses us — “ For My yoke is 
easy, and My burden 9 light.” The wise man saith, 
Where the word of a king is there is power.” So 
here. ‘ I counsel thee to keep the King s command- 
ment, and that in respect of the oath of God. Be not 
hasty to go out of His sight ; stand not in an evil 
thing, for He doeth whatso(iver pleasetli Him.” 

And let us also read another passage, equally 
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f];racioiis, and equally n^yal too. We take it from tlic 
last of the parables ofl'the kingdom — a parable only 
to be found in this (lorpel — the parable of the final 
judgment, in which the ‘Son of man is introduced as 
sitting upon tlie thront of Ilis glory, and passing 
smibmce upon '‘all nath^^js’’ who arc gathered before 
Him. “ Then shall the K/’ig the King ! ” — “ say 
unto them on His rigl}t h:|^,cbtCome, ye blessed of l\ly 
Father, inherit th(^ kingdyjn,” — --“the kingdom!” — 
“ pr(‘parcd for yon from bqjbre tlu' foundation of the 
world.” “And the King — “the King!” — “shall 
answer and say unto then) Verily T say unto you, 
Inasmucli as ye have done ^;t unto one of the least of 
those My biethren, ye have done it unto Me.” How 
this glorious i(q)r(\sentatiou should win us over to 
the side of Christ. Like Amasai to David, when the 
Spirit came upon him, and he said of himself and the 
men that were with him, “'^riiiiui are w(», O David, 
and on thy side', thou sou of Lesso,” may every one of 
us now say, — 0 tliat the Sp^it would come upon us, 
that wo may say it, eaeh one for himself, and every 
one together, — “ 'Jbine are we, 0 Jesus, and on Thy 
side, ibou Son of David, Thou Sou, of God.” 
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Tiik fulness of tlie lifi) of 'Clji‘ist was such as plainly 
RMpilred the record of ^^^ore than onci hiograpliy. 
Hence we cannot he sai^^' to know Him, or at least 
to know Him well, till wC* have examined all of the 
Gos[)cls — till we have asejirtained tlieic speciiic repre- 
sentations as well as hhuitilied them in Him. 

Let us turn to tlui (’)os[)el according lo Mark. As 
with Matthew, we shall introduce our examinatievr^of 
the Gospel with a brief notice of its author. 

I. THK^ P^VANOELIST. 

From the earliest ages it has been generally believed 
that he was the same with Marcus, who is mentioned 
in one of the Ejristles of Peter as,lffis son in the faith, 
and with Johir Mara^ister’s son to Baiaiabas, who is 
mentioned in the Ae«^f the Apostles as the occasion 
of th(^ unhappy variaiMe betweiMi that singularly emi- 
nent disciple and the Apostle Paul, whiclr issued in 
their separation from one' another in missionary labour 
among the Gentiles. We shall assume this belief to 
be (iorrc'ct. It would lead us away from our present 
object to iriv(\stlgate 4he grounds upon which other 
opirrions have been based. It is eirougli to say that* 
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tlic comiaon belief a,], u*ars to be well sustained by 
eveiy kind of trustworiyiy evidence. 

1. We accordingly ^denilfjj the Evangelist ivith 
the sisters son of Barnt^l)as\ and the convert, or son 
hi the faith, of the A po^^'le Peter. Wc know nothing 
of his fatlior. ITc is iv^t mentioned in Scripture- — • 
l)y name even. Possibly he was a (ientile ; for I he 
name Mark, by wliich his son was best knoivn, was 
not Jewish but Koman. His wife was certainly a 
Jewess. Jler name was ^^Mary, not an imcoiniqon 
nann* among the women of the (Jospel. She appears 
to have been a person of means or property. Her 
Ijouse is spok(‘n of in tlie Acts of the AiJostles as if it 
were ]\ov own. It was also a resort of the disciples 
in Jerusidem. Wli(*n Peter was miraculously libcwated 
from prison, into which he had been thrown by 
Herod, Ik; Avent at once to it, and found many 
galliercd tngetlu'r, praying for him, so that it must 
have be(‘n a house of considerable size and accommo- 
dation. At all (weiils, Avhether wealthy or not, Mary 
was nnqu(‘stionably a (^hristian diseiple, and on this 
account we cajinot but be prepossessed in favour of 
her son. With slich a mother, may we Jiot believe 
that he' had had a ])ible-educi^’^‘'''''^and a moral train- 
ing, Avhich Avent far to fit hinV>''^Uen he avixs brought 
ov('r to the (Jhristian faith, to pccome the companion 
and hdlow-labourer of apostles, and ultimately one of 
tlie f(»ur Avho AV(‘re honoured of the blessed Spirit to 
be the Evaugt'lists of the life of Cl)rist ? 

That he should not be identified with the Evan- 
gelist, because of tin; (juarrebof Paul and ^Barnabas 
about him, is a position which evidently rests on very 
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insiifricicnt grounds. It cani^t be main tinned tlnit 
an ovangcdist must liavc heel a person of entirely 
faultless cLaracter. Do we nJL find faint-licartedness 
and vacillancy on the part of'i^cter, perliaps the most 
courageous of the iipostles, closing him on one occa- 
sion to the open ndnike olf the Apostle Paul ; and 
wluni such an instance of shortcoming is found in the 
liistory of even an apostle, how should it 1 h^ m;ide a 
ground of objection that a similar instance sliould 
liave occurred in the liistory of an evang(‘list? Be- 
sides, we should not forg(;t that, while Paul was 
opposed to ^fark on the occiisioii refernMl to, Biirnabiis 
Wiis of a differcait mind, — and he may have been 
right ill the mattm', — and (hiit Paul himself, ns we 
Iciirn from sevend of his Kpistles, came afti'^iwards to 
liave th(‘ utmost confidence in Mark, and found him a 
singularly energetic and useful coadjutor in the minis- 
try of (lirist.* Wo therefore see no difficulty in 
recognising Mark, the nephew of Barnalias, the coad- 
jutor of Paul, and the convert, and also companion for 
a time, of P(‘ter,,as the Christian evangelist of that 
name. 

2. It may bo right to moution.tifat ilteva is a very 
old and perh(q)s y rece/ired iradltion Uad 

this Gospel, alihonyitn^rilnded to Mark, nrts wrUfeti 
by him as the amai^nsls of Peter, — some say, as 
the translator and continuator, or editor, of an ori- 
ginal Hebrew or Aramaic Gospel-memoir by Peter, 
and that it wa? received into the canon of Scri])ture 

* “Take Mark, and bring him with thec : for ho is i)rofitable to 
me for the i^inistry,” (2 Tim. iv. 11.) See also Col. iv. 10. 

t “ ’E/j/xTji'cytiys Hirpov : ” so called by the EatJiera. 



48 THE COSPEL '^CCOUOING TO MAUK. 

by tlic primitive Churc'^i as thus of properly apostolical 
or Petrine authorship. ^ 

There arc not a fey things in the Gospel itself 
which go far to confirm yhis tradition. 

For exainyde, we of^en find the apostle's name 
mentioned in this Gosp 1 in connexion witli various 
incidi'iits and circuinstam^\s which indicate, if not dic- 
tation on his part, the appearanep. of something like it, 
— at least, as some vvould ^ay, revision. Hero the 
house at ('apernaum, into which Jesus withdrew with 
His discipk's after his iirst appearance there as a 
public teacher, is said to have been Ihe house of 
Simon and Andrew — A')iilr(nus as well as Simon’s ; — 
the other Evangelists simply mention it as Peter’s; 
here we j.a’e told that Pet(‘r was the disciple who first 
noticed tl\c withered condition of the fig-tree which 
ha<l been blasted by our Lord, and first drew atten- 
thm to it by his exclamations ; Ikm’c wij obtain the 
very name's of the four disciples, Peter and James, 
and John, and Andrew, who inquin'd of our Lord as 
to the time at which the temple would be destroyed ; 
and here, once more, we sec Petm* most pointedly 
singh'd out in tho expostulation with tlie disciples in 
the garden, “ Simon, sleepcst couldst not thou 

watch one hour ? ” 

Several things mentioned the other Gospels 
which appc'ar to refiect honour on Peter, arc likewise 
omitted in this Gospel, as if a feeling of modesty had 
obliteratcid tlicm ; while there is the %tmost explicit- 
ness in dt'tailing other circumstances which were fitted 
to humble him as one that lyxd no reason to be set 
above kis brethren. We find in it no meiiiion, as in 
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Miittliow, of his attempt to walk upon the sea, or of 
the benediction whicli was givfn him on occasion of 
his explicit confession of the MOssiJihship and Divine 
Sonship of the Saviour ; whetas what passed when 
he tried to dissuade his Masiftr from going to Jeru- 
salem to be ‘"killed” is mosil faithfully related, with 
this additional statement, wlJch is not* to be found in 
the other Kvaiigelist who records the inciident, tliat, 
while our Lord looked round about upon TTis disciplc'S, 
He Peter. Neither do we find any mention , 

made in it of Ids having been the first apostle to wliom 
the Lord appealed after His fesurrection ; whereas the 
distinction of Mary Magdaleiui in this resj)ect' is re- 
lated with the utmost explicitness. On •the other 
hand, we have in it the fullest account of hit> dtmial 
of C^lirist, with the addition, not to be found in any 
other of thci Evangelists, of the circumstance, which 
wso aggravated his sin in the matter, that the cock crew 
twice before he was awakened to repentaii(X‘ ; while 
at the same time all that is said of his r(‘pentanc(‘ is 
that he weiit ; there is no reference to the bitterness 
of his tears, as if the thought of its being something 
like an affectation (4|j^umility to nn^ition that had pre- 
vented it. Once moro^l^^ oidy in this Gospel that that 
touching expression of angel’s after the resurrection 
is mentioned, “ But go pmr way, tell His disciples and 
Peter,” — how must Peter have delighted in that “ And 
Peter ! ” — “that He goeth before you into Galilcie.” 

These, along with many other rcferenccjs of a simi- 
lar kind, make it a not unlikely thing that the Apostle 
Peter had a hand in periiajis the comjiosition, or at 
least the revision, of this Gospel. 
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At the same time, ^le individuality of Mark’s own 
characteristic editorshm, if we may not say author- 
ship, is everywhere apparent in it ; and whatever hand 
Peter may have had iriKts composition or revision, — 
if he liad any, — it is eiVnigh to cjstablish its canonical 
inspiration that it was •received as of undoubted autho- 
rity in apostolic times, atid that it has ever since been 
handed down from age to y-ijc as an integral j^ortion 
of the Scriptural canon. 

, So much for the ctuihorsliip of this Gospel. It, has 
been said that Mark Wixs one of the seventy disciples ; 
but on what authority, if other than traditionary, we 
have been unable to discover. Probably the minute- 
ness of his narrative, which appears to indicate the 
closest personal observation, may have suggested the 
idea to those who wished to assert his independence 
as an author. Ho has also been identified with the 
young man whom lie alone mentions — anonymously 
mentions — as having followed our Lord on the occa- 
sion of His betrayal and apprehension, clothed in a 
light night-dress, which he hastily left in the hands 
of those who souj^ht to apprehend him also. It has 
been supposed that his mothers house may have been 
in the neighbourhood — pe^ in the garden of 
Gethsemane — and that, beiif ^Jfi-oused from sleep by 
the tumult in the garden, he |?ad impulsively hastened 
out to see what was going on, and then again — as on 
the occasion which so much displeased Paul, and made 
him quarrel with Barnabas about him — as impulsively 
hastened back again when he found himself in danger. 
But this is merely a supposition, likely ynough, but 
nothing more than likely. That he travelled far and 
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wide as a missionary-cvangelisi is the only tiling we 
can fiirtlior say of him. At owe time wo find him far 
west, with Paul in Rome; C(M another time we find 
him far cast, with Peter in llibylori ; and if we may 
b(3lieve the traditions of antiemity, according to which 
he finally settled as bishop of pastor of the church in 
Alexandria, there seems evdry reason* to believe that 
he was thus, as he is con^’iSionly 4 *egardcd, and as otlier 
parts of his history apy)oar to hint, an ardent and encr- 
getk;, perhaps somewhat impulsive, Christian labourer; 
— glad, if not always ready, to have a hand in plant- 
ing the gospel in tlie great centres of civilization, tlie 
capitals of the Avorld. 

II. THE GOSPEL. 

Of the four Gospels, this has perhaps been least 
appreciated, and for two reasons. First, It is the 
shortest of the Gospels. As divided into chapters, it 
has only sixteen, while John has twenty-one, and Luke 
twenty-four, and Matthew twenty-eight ; and, indeed, 
when the length of the chapters is tj^ken into account, 
Matthew’s is *nea1rij"^ twice as largjc. Secondly, Most 
of the events recor^J^ ^in it, along with numerous 
additional facts of evi^ful import, arc found in the 
other Gospels. This Wrcumstance has perhaps con- 
tributed even more than the other to throw it into 
the shade, as if it were comparatively valueless. 

Certain it is that, in comparison of the other Gospels, 
it is very much overlooked in the Bible expositmns of 
the pulpitf and the prdfes ; and how can we wonder 
that private Christians know but little of its peculiar 
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excellencies ? Mattlic^ ITcriry, careful student of the 
Bible as he was, findl himself constrained to offer 
soinetliing very like afc apology for it, and tells us, 
that “ when many witnlsses arc called uj)on to give 
testimony to the same tacts, we are not to think it 
tedious, Imt highly nccehary, that they should relate 
the facts in their own wJrds over and over again, in 
order to establish the , truth^.by their concurn iit testi- 
mony.” And th(‘n ho goes on to say — and this seems 
with him to bo the only distinctive purpose served by 
the (lospel — “ It is written to put us in mind of things 
which we have had in the foregoing flospcd, that we 
may give the moi'c earnest heed to them, lest at any 
time we sh'buld let them slijD ; and even pure minds 
lyive 110(^1 to be thus stirred up by way of remembrance. 
It Vas fit that such great things should be spoken and 
written once, yea, twice, bi^cause man is so unapt to 
perceive tluun, and so apt to forget them.” Thomas 
Scott also seems to think that nothing remains to the 
Christian expositor, in taking up this Cosjiel aftia* the 
former, “ excu^pt to nohi variations.” 

It may be addpd that many have regarded it as but 
an abridgem(nit or 'epitome of Matthew’s Gospel, any 
additions which they may ha^^t’tjticcd as necessarily 
drawn from independent obseW |Ition being disregarded 
as comparatively unimportant, t And yet no idea could 
be more erroneous. Take away the first two chapters 
of Matthew which bear on tlui infancy of Christ, with 
the chapters which record nothing but parables and 
sermcvis, the most of which are entirely omitted by 
Maik, and it will be found tlfAt the Gospel according 
to Matthew is by far the smaller of the two, and that, 
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as a clironiclc of facts, Matthew’s Gospel is much more 
likely to be the abridgemciiiO than Mark*s, if either 
the one or tlie other may bo Jooked upon as bearing 
sucli a cliaracter. Of course, the idea of Matthew 
epitomising or abridging Ma^ cannot be entertained 
for a moment. Even suppoigiig him to have seen the 
Gospel memoirs of Peter, Whicli Mark is sometimes 
said to have translafod, Jiis Ggspel is in the truest 
sense his own, — (piitc an original and indcjpendent 
Gospel; and, as its place in the canon is designed to 
indicate, it was unquestionably tlic first published. 
Pro])crly, neither should be spoken of as an abridg- 
ment of the other. Most certainly Mark, although 
later than Matthew, in at least respect of puldicatioii, 
cannot bo said to have either copied or ^ibridgcd 
Matthew ; there arc such distinctive cliaracteristfics, 
particularly such minuteness and fulness of personally 
witnessed and attested detail in almost eveiything 
which ho records, as irresistibly lead us to conclude 
that his Gospel is also in the proper sense original — 
the fruit of independent observation, of independent 
authorship. The concluding remarks of Alfords pre- 
liminary disserfSfsi,'!! are on this jiblnt most excellent : 
— I regard the ev^^uice of the Gosj)el of Mark as 
a gracious and valuaD^^ proof of tlie accommodation 
by the Divine Spirit m the records of the life of our 
Lord to the future necessities of the Church. While 
it contains little matter of foct which is not related in 
Matthew and Luke, and thus, generally speaking, forms 
only a confirmation of their complete histories, it is .so 

* ' airofjLV’qfivvejLiiiaTa IKrpov. So Justin Miirtyr and Eusebius, &c., 
as (quoted by Smith of JordaiihiU. 
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far from being a barreii duplicate of them which is con- 
tained in it, that it colics liome to every read(T with 
all tlic freshness of an individual mind, full of the 
Holy Ghost, intently fixed on the great object of the 
Christian’s love and womb ip, reverently and aff(‘Cti()n- 
ately following and redoVding His positions and looks 
and gestures, and givin^g' us the very echoes of the 
tones witli whicli He spoke^^ A\id thus the believing 
student feels, while treating of and studying this 
Gospel, as indeed he does of each in its turn, that — 
without venturing to compare with one another in 
value these rich and abi<ling gifts of the Holy Spirit 
to the Church — the Gosp(d of Mark is at least as 
precious to' him as any of the others, serving an end 
and filling a void Avhich could not, without spiritual 
dekiment, be left uncarod for.” 

Let us proceed to notice its various characteris- 
tics : — 

1. The first of these may be said to be determined 
by the 'parties for 'ivhose use it see/nis to have been 
2mblished, Formerly it was generally believed to 
have been publisluHl at Rome for the use of the 
Roman Christians, but latterly thif^r'jjjinion has been 
shown to be incorrect. 

There are intc*rnal cvidcru^bMu the Gospel which 
go far to prove th it it must Ifeive been published in 
Palestine for Gentile Christians there. 

The evidences arc such as these : — Throughout the 
Gospel the geography of Palestine is supposed to be 
familiar to its readers. Even comparatively obscure 
localities are not marked by ifny accompanying refer- 
ences, as arc common in the Gospel according to Luke, 
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which was certainly written fo| the use of a Koinan 
(Jentilo Cliristian. There is lAt one instance of such 
a geographical explanation ih it as might have been 
looked for in a Gospel wiitten in Rome for tlie use of 
Roman Ghristiaiis. On the Qontrary, the whole topo- 
graphy of tile Gospel is tlu^ \)f one resident in the 
neighbourhood of tlie varioiis places. numtioned, and 
unaware of any reason for accompanying his references 
with explanations. A paitial ac([uaintance with Jew- 
ish I'ites and customs is al'.o supposed to be possessed 
by his reailers. Then' are particular n^ferences in it 
to the Sabbath, and the Preparation, and the Jewish 
festivals, which must have retpiired explamdion — it 
distinguifthes, for (‘xample, between the' feast of the 
passover and the feast of unh'avened bre^^Al (chap, 
xiv. 1,) without giving any explanation of the distinc- 
tion, as must have been recpiired — liad the Gospel 
been immediately intended for the use of entire 
strangers to the Jewish faith. 

At the same time, there are several nJerences to 
the Jews, together with explanations bearing mainly 
on their minuter customs, which plainly jirove that the 
author, or pefts^jis translator and Editor, had in vi(‘W 
the information of "pic^tfons who, by residence' in Judea, 
might be supposed tc^ehow the localities of the coun- 
try, and also the mojp public and prominent of the 
national customs ; while at the same time they were 
not familiar with those which wcic more private and 
less known, or which, like the religious washing of 
hands before meat, of cups and pots, brazen vessels, 
and tables, had no •Scriptural authority — \rd(l no 
higher autliority than the tradition of the elders] 
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wliich the parties in ruicstion could not be expected 
to know so well as tliej knew the Scriptures, 

Now, if you turn to the history of the Church as 
contained in the Acts of the Apostles, it will not be 
difficult to ascei-tain these persons. Among the first 
Gentile converts to thcL faith were Roman soldiers 
resident in Palestine its neighbourhood. The 

name of Cornelius at Cesarea, ‘witli his friends and 
his hoiis(diold servants, and — may we not suppose ? — 
some of his soldiers too, for wo read of a devout 
soldier who waited upon him continually, will at once 
occur. During the years whicli immediately followed 
the conversion of Cornelius, we caimot doubt that the 
work of conversion made considerable progiess among 
the foreign military and civil residents in Cesarea and 
otluM' parts of Palestine, and more especially among 
the devout portion of them, the proselytes — who seem 
to have been numerous — to the Jewish faith. 

For such persons it was highly necessary that a 
Gospel should be prepared and published; just as 
necessary as that that of Matthew should be published 
for converts among the Jews, and that that of Luke 
should be publishAl d’or converts anpQ?vg*tho Gentiles ; 
and the Gospel according to answers all the 

conditions of such a Gospel as^;’ould be required for 
them. It refers occasionally tcjjthc projdicts, but not 
often ; because the faith of the proselytes, although 
strengthened by their testimony, was not, like that of 
the Jews, so dependent on it ; and it needs not be 
said how different it is in this respect from the Gospel 
according to Matthew, the Gospel of the circumcision, 
it occupies itself with a faithful record of the mighty 
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(Icorls by which Jesus at oiiC| demonstrated and ful- 
filled His mission, and it reconis them in sucli a form’ 
as was most admirably adapted to command tlie faith 
of those residents in Palestine who, althougli not Jews, 
had been gained over, first to tlie Jewisli, and then to 
the Christian faith. Altogether it is just such a 
Gospel as may be said to lie <lescribi‘d by its rcmtral 
position in the canon between Mattlu^w and Luke. 
Matthew gives us the Gospel for the Jewish ('^hris- 
ti.aus. Luke gives us tlui Gosped for the Geutile 
Christians. John Mark, who may have been, like 
I'imothy, a Jew by his mother’s side, and a Gentile 
by his father’s side — and hence perhaps his two names, 
the on(5 Jewish, and the other, as a-1 ready mentioned, 
Roman* — gives us between them thu Gospel of the 
transition-period, the middle Gospel, for tliosc who, 
although Gentiles in point of birth, were devout men 
or Jews in point of faith, the Gentile ])roselytes rt'si- 
dent in Palestine who had been converted to Chris- 
tianity ; some of whom would, in all likelihood, carry 
it with them to Rome on their return thitlier, and 
thus give rise to the old tradition that it had actually 
been written 

2. Another ohafaoteristic of this Gospel is to be 
seen in ils vividnes^of poriraltuvCy the singularly 

* The numerous Latiuis#! expressions and forms of oxi)ression 
employed in this Gosiicl, may be also thus accounted for without 
having recourse to Da Oosta’s hypothesis, that its aiitlior was a 
Roman, the devout soldier mentioned in the Acts as the servant of 
Cornelius. 

t Simon, the Cyrenian, who was compelled to bear the cross, is 
called in this Gospel “the fa^ier of Alexander and Rufus, who are 
named in tht* Epistle to the Romans as then resident in Rome; and •' 
these young men may have taken it with them to that city. 
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picturesque and lifc-lite way in which its narrative 
surrounds the events which it records with minute 
and circumstantial details, always interesting, often 
tenderly touching, sometimes most im 2 :)rcssive, and 
generally indicative of tlie autoj)tical or personal obser- 
vation of its antlior. •A^r the ap{}reciation of this 
peculiar characteristic, it 'light be enough to com23are 
the narrative with that of the other Oosjoels in any 
event or circumstance which^iey happen to relate in 
common, such as the resuscitation of tlie daughter, of 
Jairus, the restoration of sight to blind Bartimeus, 
and the contribution by the widow of her two mites 
into the treasury of the temple. But we must leave 
the work of* comparison to personal e.xamination. 

We can only instance a few incidental details by 
waw of specimen. He was wWt the ivild — 

so in a merely passing way, yet with eminently graiohic 
effect, it is here mentioned in the account of the 
wildcrness-temj^tation. And all the city luas fjathered 
together at the door/* “ And again He entered into 
Capernaum after some days ; and it was noised that 
He was in the hoit^se.^ And staightway many were 
gathered together, insomuch that tlniBjrr was no room to 
receive them, oio, not so much as cfoout the door : ** — 
so we have it here related, or rather pictured out from 
personal knowledge and obserf^ition, in the accounts 
of the crowds which followed Him when the fame of 
His miracles began to be sjircad abroad. “ And they 

♦ “cJs oTkov” — “In doors” — “At home” — “Gone home:” — so 
Blomfielxi, Alford, and Smith of Jordajhill. 

t tA irpbs T^v dijpav , — “the before the door,” — “thtf front of the 
door,” — outside as well as inside the door. 
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conic unto Him, bringing onc;sick of the palsy, v;hich 
was herne of four. And when they coidd not come 
nigh unto Him for the they uncovered the roof 

where He ivas, and ivheu they had broken it up, they 
let down the bed wherein the sick of the palsy lay — 
so here again, in the accounjjf of the paralytic brought 
to Him for healing, wo have the scene sprond out, in 
the minute embo(lim'(‘nt,9f livipg reality before us, by 
one who had evidently been an eye-witness. Then 
in. the account here given of the temjiest on the sea 
of Galilee, we also have some very graj^hic touches ol 
autoptical detail: — ‘‘And when they had sent away 
the multitude, they took Him evoh as He was in the 
ship. And there wore also with Him ofheV little ships. 
And there arose a groat storm of wind, and the wayes 
beat into tlie ship, so that it was now ftdl. And 
He was in the hinder part of tlie ship, asleep on a 
pillow.^*'* Then in the account of the miracle of the 
feeding of the five thousand upon the five loaves and 
two fishes, we have also here in the similarly grapliic 
style of an eye-witness: — “And He comm.anded 
them to make all sit down by companies upon the 
green grass, they sat dowh in ranks, by hun- 

dreds, and by fifties,'' Then here again we read, in 
equally minute and as^ evidently autoptical description, 
that -when Ilis discijScs were tempest-tossed on the 

* Mr Smith of Jordanhill has very clearly shown that the various 
references in this Gospel to nautical matters are ])rofessional, such 
as might be expected from a fisherman like Peter, and that the 
parallel references in Matthew and Luke are those of landsmen, as 
these Evangelists are know^ to have been. — Vide his Dissertation 
on the Ori^ii and Connection of the Gospels, pp. 20G, 281, 294/ 
et passim. 
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passage to Bethsaida, whither lie liad constrained 
them to go while He remained to send away the 
people, He saw them toiling in roiving:'' that, 
when He went to Gennesaret, “ they began to carry 
about in beds those that were sich ivhere they heard 
He ivas ; and whithersde\^er He entered, into villages, 
or cities, er country, they laid, the side in the streets .*’* 
that, when He had compassi^vti oh the great multitude 
that had been with Him three da 3 ^s, and said, If I 
send tliem away fasting to their own houses, they will 
faint by the way,” ''divers came from far that, on 
one occasion when the disciples had forgotten to take 
bread with tlieni for a voyage across the sea of Galilee, 
“ neither ha'd they in the ship with them more than 
ove loaf y that the young man who came to Him 
with the question, ‘‘ Good Master, what shall I do 
that I may inherit eternal life!” "came running 
and kneeled to Him that when He smit two of His 
disciples for the colt on which He made His last entry 
into Jerusalem, they ‘‘found the colt tied by the door 
without in a jdace where two ways met that they 
who passed by wljcn he was crucified,^ and railed on 
Him, wagging thcil* heads, said,^>^^il7<./ Thou that 
destroyest the temple ” — what insult is embodied by 
Mark in this one word, “ A h!^' which he alone records : 
and that the reason why the wc&ien said among them- 
selves, when they were on the way to the tomb of 
Christ, “Who shall roll us away the stone from the 
door of the sepulchre ?” was, “ For it was very great" 
It n?ay be further mentioned, before passing from 
■ these notices, that Mark oft6n gives an /^idditional 
touch of, as it were, dramatic reality to his delineations. 
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by preserving the very Avords which were used by 
Clirist, adding, however, the explanation as perhaps 
necessary for some of liis readers : — Talitha cumij* 
which is, being interpreted. Damsel, I say unto the(% 
Arise!"' “It is Corhaii — that is to say, a gift;"" 

“ Epltphalha — tliat is, Be o]^'n(‘d Father 

“ Eloi ! Eloi ! lama saharljlhani Avliich is, being 
interpreted, My (Jod, Mj (lod, wliy liast Thou for- 
saken Me?"" and by also <lescril)ing, with the minute 
detail of an eye-witness, the vt^ry looks, and hidings, 
and gestures of Christ on many occasions: — “And 
Jesus, 'moved ivitli rompa.^sion, put forth His hand, 
and touched him:"" “And Avhen He IukI loolrd 

round about on them vnth amjer, heimj ^<jrievcd for 
the hardness of their liearts :"" “And I{(' looked 
rounds about to see her who had done this tliii^g*:"" 
“And H(' could there do no mighty work, save that 
He laid His hands upon a few sick folk, and Inhaled 

* Mollis occasional record of the very words oiuidoycd by Christ 
would have been unnecessary in a (Josjxd written for .Jews, to whom 
the Aram.'ean hingiiago w\as faindiar as tlieir mother tongue ; it 
would have been Ubcless in a ({ospel written for (Jeiitiles, who 

were altogether of the language it is pcifectly natural 

in a Gospel written tor Roiiiaii residents in Palestine, by whom tlie 
language may be presumed to ‘have l)een partially known. The 
parallel of it may be often met with in foreign expressions, as occa- 
sionally introduced into t^inahUal and other bo<»ks intcTided for 
readers who may bo expected to at>prci-iate their introduction ; and 
certainly, if Mark was the translator of Peter, its fn‘(pieiit occur- 
rence in his (jiospcl is in this way at once accounted for. 

+ By Mattlicw, this is given in the Hebrew proper — “Eli ! Eli !” 
&c. ; and along with “Immanuel” and “Golgotha,” also Hebrew 
words, is translated by him, because pure Hebrew was viVy much 
with the Jfukvs, even then, a '(lead language, perhaps oonlined to the; 
services of Divine worship. 
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them : Anil He marvelled, because of their unbelief:” 
“ And He took liim aside from the multitude, and 
put Ilifi fiiKjcrs into his ears, ami He spit, and 
touched his tovr/ue, and looking up to heaven, He 
sighed ‘^And they brought young cliildren to 
Him that He should toifdi them ; and His disciples 
rebuked those that brought them; But when Jesus 
saw it, He was niurh displeased ; and He took them 
up in His arms:” “Then Jesus beholding him, 
loved him:” “And Jesus entered into Jerusalem, 
and into the temple, and when He had looked round 
about upon all things, and now the eventide was 
come, He went unto Bethany witli the twelve.” 

3. But, vdthout entering into further details, — for 
to exhaus* the subject Avould require us to quote well- 
nigh the entire (lospel, — we must now proceed to 
notice the distinctive characterislic of this Gospel, 
considered in that peculiar aspect in which it por- 
trays or exhibits Christ to us. This characteristic 
does not stand out so conspicuously as that of each of 
the other Gospels ; but on examination it will be 
found to he no less real and no less expressive. The 
symbol of it, accordiLg to the mnem^^cr figures of the 
cherubim, wo have identified with that of the ox, as 
indicative of steady, strenuous labour — humble, pa- 
tient, faithful servitude. The ^hou steps forth with 
majestic tread, the king and lord of all in its own 
domain. The man looks out with intelligent catholic 
sympathy upon the world around, and recognises in 
every fellow-man his brother-man. The eagle soars 
on high, and, as if it belonged t3 another and^a higher 
world than this, gazes with unwinking eye on the 
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in id-day sun. But the ox lias a yoke upon its neek, 
and it goes along with head bent downwards to the' 
eartli, <lragging the plough through the farm land, or 
treading out the corn in the thrashing-floor. To this 
symbol, the Crospel according to Mark exactly cor- 
responds. It is distinctively practical — not royal, or 
catliolic, or divine. There •are references ia it which 
are no doubt royal; ancj catlmlie, and divine ; but 
they are neither numerous nor explicit. The view 
throughout is that of Christ in tlie constant, laliorious, 
unwearied activity of His daily outwanl ministry. If 
He is the Son of God, it is as in a state of profound 
humiliation — who made Himself of no reputation, 
and took upon Him the form of a servant,’' — the 
Servant of the Lord, faithful, diligent, alvviiys at His 
work. We may here offer some illustrations. 

1. First y we may instance, according to a plan 
pursued by others, a few of Ute iitore remarhihle 
omissions in this Gospel, that is, as compared with 
the other Gospels. Wo may often learn not a little 
from Scriptural omissions. The silence of the Bible 
is, in many cases, as expressively significant as its 
explicit statcifSis^t;S. Here the .dgnificanco of silence 
is certainly instructive. 

1. Look at the beginning of the Gospel. — There is 
nothing here that »inswers to the introduction in 
Matthew, or the introduction in Luke, or tlic intro- 
duction in John. The royal genealogy, the immacu- 
late conception, the birth of the King of the Jews, the 
visit of the magi with their gifts and worship, the 
Benedictjjis of Zacharivts, the Magnificat of Mary, the. 
Nunc dimittis of Simeon, the whole infancy, child- 
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hood, and youth of Jesus, together with His pre- 
existcuce as the Eternal Word, and His glory as of 
the Only-begotten wliicli is in tlie bosom of the Father 
■ — are all omitted ; they are not in keeping with the 
idea of this CJospel, and are thei’efore silently passed 
over; and at (mce we hnj^e, instead, “The beginning 
of the Oospol of Jesus Christ” in the full aetivity of 
His energetic efficient ministry. 

2. Look aho af the scrwo'tts of the Gospel , — There 
are hardly any here, at least of any considerable 
length ; for the minislry in cpiestion is not the minis- 
try of words, but the ministry of deeds, the ministry 
of action. The sermon on <he mount is omitted. All 
the long paiiibles are omitted. The parable sermons 
also, on 'he bread of Cod which cainc down from 
hea^’en and on the Good Shepherd, with those on the 
Divine equality and unity of the Son with the Father, 
and those on the Father's house with many mansions, 
and those on the mission of the Holy Ghost, with the 
farewell i)r<jmises of ansAvers to prayer, of peace, of 
fruit-bearing, and fulness of joy — there is not one 
word of any of them here recorded ; fhe^y might have 
made us lose sight' of the Servant in- J?e' authority of 
the Teacher, of the Master. 

In the ft'w discourses Avhich are recorded, they arc 
not only abbreviated, but comparatively little in them 
is expressive of independent personal authority ; there 
are, in fact, not a fev/ expressions in tliem which in- 
dicate inferiority rather than authority, tlie subordina- 
tion of the Servant rather than the sovereignty or 
.majesty of the Lord, We lna 3 ^ instance two or three 
passages. When, after the confession of Peter that 
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He was the Christ, He went on to sliow how niueli 
would be lost — life, even the soul itself — by unfaith- ‘ 
fulness to the Gospel, He thus concluded one of the 
most solemn warnings He ever uttered, — Whosoever, 
therefore, shall be ashamed of Me and of My wonls in 
tliis adulterous and sinful ge^Jerat ion, of liini also shall 
the Son of man be ashamed when He comoth in the 
glory of His Father with the hc^ly angels.” Matthew 
adds the words, “ And then He shall reward every 
man according to his works.” Luke characteristically 
omits the additional Avords, and siinijly records — 
“ When He sliall come in His own glory, and in His 
Father’s, and of the holy angels.” Mark, ([uite as 
characteristically, takes notice of the gltny of the 
Father only; because the servant does no19‘ claim a 
glory which is his own, or other than his lord’s, — 
‘‘When He conieth in the glory of His Father with 
the holy angels.” Again : When He took a little 
child in His arms, in order to relndie His discijdes for 
their strivings about pre-eminence*, He said, “ Whoso- 
ever shall receive one of such children in My name, 
receiveth Me,” and then added, as here n^corded, ([uite 
characteristicaii)^ and whosoevef shall recenve Me, 
receiveth not Me, but Him that sent me.” R(*ceiveth 
not me,” are words which are to bo found in Mark 
only;. it is the Sorvai|t’s to say, “Not Mo, but Him 
that sent Me.” Again : When Ho sat upon the 
Mount of Olives, and uttered His memorable propluicy 
of the destruction of Jerusalem, and the coming of 
the Son of man. He said, a.s recorded here, “ Rut 
when they shall lead yoci, and deliver you up, take no 
thought beforehand what ye shall speak, neither do 
‘ E 
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yc prcin('(Utate ; but whatsoever sliall l)o given you 
in that hour, that speak je ; for it is not yc tliat speak 
hut the Holy Ghost:” — tliere is no reference to Him- 
self, or to His own aid, such as we luive in the parallel 
passage in Luke, For I will give you a mouth and 
wisdom, which all youL dversaries shall not be able 
to gainsay aiab resist.” . Then again on the same 
occasion, and also as only recorded here, “ But of that 
day and that hour knoweth no man, no, not the angels 
whicli are in lieaven, neither the Son, but the Father.” 
“Neither the Son !” that is, as characteristically, the 
Servant, “for the servant knowetli not what his lord 
doeth.” 

3. Looh at the manner in which Christ is addressed 
in the G )speL The ordinary term of address in the 
other Gospels is Lord, sometimes Masbu* : “ Ye call 
Me Master and Lord ; and ye say well, for so I am.” 
But in this Gospel, — although He is often addressed 
as Master, that is, as so rendered in our version ; for 
in the original it is never the word which jn'oporly 
stands for Master ; it is only Rabbi or Teacher, — He 
is never once addressed as Lord. Matthew makes the 
leper say, “Lord, if Thou wilt, ^^^011 canst make 
me clean.” Mark omits the “Lord” in his account. 
Matthew makes the disciples say at the supper-table, 
“ Lord, is it I ?” Mark agaiif/ very strikingly, omits 
the “ Lord liis account is, “ They began to say unto 
Him one by one, Is it I ? and another said. Is it I ?” 
Matthew makes the disciples say when they awoke 
Him in the tempest, “ Lord, save us, we perish.” 
Luke makes them say, “ Master, Master, ^yc perish.” 
Mark sinks both terms in Teacher, and makes them 
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spo.ik also in complaining tones, as if they thought it 
wrong in Him who was always working to he tlien 
sleeping; “1'caelier” — “Master,” in our vcision, is 
wrong; it is always wrong — “Teacher, carest Thou 
not that we ])erish ?” The same distinction occurs in 
the thre(i accounts of the 1|-ahsHgnration. Matthew 
makes Peter say, “ Lord, it is good fo? us to he here 
Mark, “ llabbi, it is good for us to he here Luke, 
“ Master, it is good for us to be lunw” Tliei’c arc, 
indeed, three passages in our version in which Ho is 
addressed as Loid ; but incorrectly, impro|)(*rIy, in two, 
and by a stranger or foreigner in the third. In one 
passage, the word is spurious. It occurs in the add/ess 
of the father of the demoniac child to Christ, “ Lord, 
1 believe ; help Thou iny unbelief.” “ Lortb” should 
not be inserted hci e ; it is not in any of the oldest i^nd 
b(\st manuscripts. In another passage, it is improperly 
translated. Blind Bartimeus is represented as pmying, 
“Lord, that I may receive my sight;” but the word is 
“Rabboni,” — not a title of nobility, of authority, but 
merely of reverential courtesy. In the third ]^assage 
it is, “Yes, Lord !” but the speaker is not a disciple 
or a Jew; it 'Li»Ihe Syrophenician woman to Avhom, 
as a Jew and a prophet. He was really a lord, if not 
the Lord. The only occasion on whicK even our Lord 
U7icqibivoGally '^ speaki# of Himself in this Gos})el as 

* We say, “unequivocally,” because there are two other ]»assagcs 
in which he sj)Caks of the Lord, chapters v. 19, and xi. S, only the 
reference is not exjdicit ; it may be understood, not of Himself, but 
of God. Compare the first of these passages with Luke viii. 39. 
The second occurs in the record of His triumphant entry into 
Jerusalem, w^icdi, as compared with the other evangelical accounts 
of it, will be found in Mark to bo quite characteristic. 
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Lord is in the passage — the first part of which, with 
the argument dependent on it, is also peculiar to this 
Gospel — where He says, “The Sabbath was made for 
man, and not man for the Sabbath, there fore the Son 
of man is Lord also of the Sabbath but even here, 
as the “therefore*' of't^^JC passage jdainly indicates, 
the Lordk'hip is' a <lclegated one ; it is a Lordship 
ac(juircd from the SabJjath })cing made for man, and 
therefore a Lordship in which every man, the servant 
as well as his master, alike participates. “ No man 
may take the Sabbath from me. It is as much mine 
as his. Le lie who he may, or what he may, my 
master, 'my lord, my king even- -no matter; 1 am 
lord of the Sabbath as well as he, — lord of it under 
God, by’t.vhom it was made for me, for man — for the 
servant-man as well as for the master-man." It is 
not till the very close of the Gospel that the evangcjlist 
himself applies the term “ Lord" to (Christ ; and there 
only when, after having finished the work Avhich was 
given Him to do on earth, the Servant of the Lord is 
exalted from a subordinate position to that of sovereign 
authority, is proved by His ascension into glory to be 
“ both Lord and ^^hrist." “So tluT.^^ftftcr the Lord" 

• — He is “the Lord*’ now — “had spoken unto them. 
Ho was received up into heavcji, and sat on the right 
hand of God. And they Avdkt forth, and preaclicd 
everywhere, the Lord” — observe again, “ the Lord” — 
“ working with them, and confirming the word with 
signs following.”* 

* It miglit liavc been noticed here also, that, although this Gospel 
is called, in its opening sentence, “the Gospel of Jesus Christ the Son 
of God,” 11c is never addressed in it as the {Sou of God. The details 
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We must pass over many other omissions, no less 
significant, such as the omission of woes and bless- 
ings. Woes arc not seemly on the lips of servants, 
•or of any in subordinate position ; hence Chorazin, 
B(*thsai(la, and Capernaum are not here tlireatcried 
and denounced as in other Gospels.* Blessings do 
not befit tliem ciLlier, except* in rclathfn to tlm cliildren 
of wliom they have the clnrge, fcr tlie less is blessed 
of the greater henc(.\ also, the only case of blessing 
related in this Gospel is that of tlie young children 
wliich tlu'y brought to Him that He sliould touch 
them,*' and it is said, and only hero said, '‘And He 
took tluiin up in His arms, and blessed them.’' 

II. Let us, in the i^econd place, proceed to instance 
a ffAV of the additions vjhlch are pcculUtr to if^is 
Gospel, and which are also illustrative of its properly 
distinctive character. 

of the tcmjJtatioii which turned on this, ‘‘If Thou be the Son of 
God,” are omitted. 'J'hc taunting expression, as addressed to Him 
on the cross, “If Thou be the Son of God, come down from the 
cross,” is also omitted. Even on His trial, the high priest’s adjura- 
tion is, as it were, iiiodilied ; at least, it is not, “Art Thou the Son 
of God ?” but, “Art Thou the Son of tlie B^^ssed?” 

Perhaps it may ‘U>'t be amiss to add tlfat, whatever may bo said 
of the rest of the Go.spcl, both the beginning and the end of it are 
evidently from Mark’s own hand. The genuineness of the concluding 
paragraph, chap, xvi., ver. 9-20, has been much di.sputed ; and it is 
certainly did’erent in its s^le from the preceding portion of the 
Gospel ; but, if Mark was the translator and continuator of Peter, 
the diflerence is rather a j^roof of its genuineness as an addition by 
Mark himself to his translation of Peter’s original memoranda. 

* Da Costa’s view is not inconsistent with this. He thinks that 
Mark, whom he believes to have been a Roman, or at least g. Gentile 
by birth, did not record then^ from motives of <lelicacy. The same 
motives woind hold, if, as we suppose, Mark was the son of a Gen-' 
tile by the father’s side. 
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1. Lool' at the narnUive of fads in. this Gospd. 
We shall, «is it were, ])ut tabulate a few of tlie more 
outstaiidin^^ Avliicli bear on the point in hand. 

Kere we learn that ITe Ix^i^an the business of life- 
at an onlinaiy liandicraft. We read 'of ITini as 'dhe 
Carprnh'v!' ^ Tn the dtHicr Gospels lie is called “the 
carf)(*nt(n’\-; son/’* • 

Hen' w(' s('e Him j^ojain ^nd again using His liands 
in His ministry. When He healed Simon’s wile’s 
moth(T of a h'ver, it is said, “And Ho came and took 
her by the latial, and lifted her vp/' Whi'ii He 
opeiK'd the (\y('s of the blind man of Eethsaida, it is 
said, “And He took the blind man by the hand 
“And He \vif His hands upon him:” “After that 
H,e pnt ^'His hands upon his (iyes.” When He cured 
the''demoniac child, it is said, “But Jesus look him 
by the hand. a)al lifted^ h im vp^ These details are 
given in this (.Jos])el only, along with the similar 
reftn’eiice in the remark of th(‘ astonished multitude, 
“From whence hath this Man these things ? and what 
wisdom is this which is given unto Him, that even such 
miyidy n'orks ave^wronyht by HU handsV His is a 
ministry of active labour. It is aM?ays seen to be 
perfoi rned by Himself and wrought by His hands. 

H('r(' Ave often behold Him seeking retirement in 
His Avork, as if it were unseeing in Him to let* it be 
seen of men. When lie went into tlic borders of 
Tyre and Sidon, where the Syrophenician woman so 
succc'ssfully prevailed on Him to heal her daughter, 

* It lias boon noticed, that it was D^’s townsmen, not Mark, that 
called iliiii the Car])ciitfr. Still it is in Mark’s Gospel ‘’that the fact 
is mentioned, and our reference is, therefore, quite in point. 
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it is s;iul, TTc “ (‘nterod into au house, and v'onhJ Ituva 
OH) man huenv v7, but He could uot be hid.” When* 
He heahnl the deaf man in Decapolis, it is said, ‘‘ He 
took Him (a^lde fivon ihe onvUituda and a<;ain, in 
tlie case of tlic blind man at Bethsaida to Avliom He 
gave si^ht, — He “led him of ihe It was 

the praist‘, not of man, but of God He sought. 

H(‘rc we liud Him at times so occupied witli His 
work tliat the ordinary opportunities of repose and 
ndVeshnumt are dcaded to Him. He gets up early in 
the morning lor prayer; because in this is to be found 
His strength for service, and He has no time for it 
during the day, — then it is work, work, — -“And in 
the mondng risiiig up a great ovlnle before He 
went out and departed into a solitary place, irfind tlieic 
prayed.” Again and again He is interrupted and 
called away when He seeks some rest, but He never 
comjdains. When Hi' went out to a solita^ry ])la,ce 
and there prayed, “Simon and they tliat weio with 
him followed after Him,” — literall}^ huninl after ///m, 
— “and when they had found Him, they said. All num 
seek for Thee,” and at once He answered, not, “ Let 
us rest awhire,'”j but, ''Let iis go'* into the ifcxt tooeo)^, 
that 1 oiiajj preifvh there a/so.” When, on another 
occasion, Ho said unto the apostles. “ Gome ye your- 
sclvas apart into a destTt place, and rest awhile;” “and 
they departed into a desert place by a ship privately;” 
“the people saw them departing, and many knew Him, 
and ran afoot thither out of all the cities, and outwent 
them, and came together unto Him,” and then it is 
added, “And Jesus, Hien He came out, saw much 
people, and was moved with compassionf — no vexa- 
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tion, no fretfulness, at the interruption, — was move^l 
'witli compassion towanJ them, because they were as 
sheep not having a shepherd ; and He began to teach 
them many thmgs.^' Sometimes the interruptions, 
and tlie occupations connected with them, interfered 
ev(*n Avith His meals : — %And the multitude cometh 
together again, so that they conld not so ranch as 
eat bread:'* ‘"For there were many coming and 
going, and they had no leisure so much as to eat.'* 
All tli(‘se reftu’ences arc peculiar to this Gospel. There 
is Tiothing parallel to them in the other Gospels. 

Here we have many things which indicate that it 
was Iiard' work He had to do, and that He felt it to 
b(i so. Lot the cases brought to Him for cure as 
describedbAvith so much minuteness, and in terms also 
whiffrh are meant to show that they were extreme, be 
examined and compared with tln^ narratives of the 
other Gospels, and the proof of this point will be held 
to be complete. We can only advert to the following 
things. Here He finds it necessary to ask for faith 
when His ability to help, although earnestly requested, 
is limited and questioned : — “If Thou canst do any- 
thing, have compasjtion on us, and h^p us. Jesus 
said unto him, If thou canst believe, all things are 
possible to him that believeth." There is not a word 
of this in the other Gospels. eHcre He is actually 
hindered in His work by unlielicf; it stays His hand; 
it disables it ; He becomes, as it were, unable to do 
even what He would : — “And He could there do no 
mighty work, save that He laid His hands upon a 
.icw sio.k folk, and healed ihe^, and He marvelled 
because of their unbelief.” Matthew says, “He did 
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not many mighty works there because of their unboliof,” 
but Mark’s expression is at once characteristic and' 
significant, He could not.” Here He is distressed 
in His work, as workmen and servants often are; He 
feels it to be a burden ; it oppresses Him ; it wears 
Him out with sorrow. grieved for the hard- 

ness of their hearts:'' — This is noticed by Mark only. 
‘‘And looking up to heaven, sighed:" — No other 

cvan<relist records the sighs of Clirist. “And He 
sli/hed deeply in His spirit:” — Tho expression in 
which this hict is noticed is peculiar to Mark. It 
nowhere else occurs in Scripture. Here also wo read: 
— “And they bring Him unto the place' Golgotha,” or 
as it is in the original, more expro.ssivcly,* “And they 
heur Him unto the place Golgotha.” Js*lin says, 
“And ITo, hearing His cross, went forth into a j4aco 
called the place of a skull ; ” hut it would a])pear that 
He had not sufficient strength to carry it .all th(> w.ay, 
and the other evangelists unite in telling us that a 
foot-passenger, Siinou, a Cyreniaii, Avas compelhal to 
hear it for Him ; Avhilc Mark here further seems to 
intimate, that at length His strength gave way alto- 
gether, and they had actually to carry Him to the 
cross, — to hear Him, faint, exhausted, spent, — just as 
BImon had “ to hear Ilis cross.” Here, in short, the 
end of the Gospel c«TCsponds to its beginning ; it 
ends, as it had begun, with work : — “And they went 
forth, and preached everywhere, the Lord woi'kiny 
with them, and confirming tho Avord with signs fol- 
lowing.” 

All these, along wi^b many other additions, are ^ 
singularly characteristic of this Gospel as the Gosj)el 
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of ministry, of service, — the faithful service, the labo- 
rious ministry, of “ Jesus (!hrisi the Son of God/’ 

2. Look at Hid record of sayriirjs in //n\s* Gospel, 
It will be (‘DOUL^di to notice the references to God.- 
Th(\se are perhajjs the most singularly characteristic ; 
although others, not li\ich less so, might also be 
instructividy observed. We shall omit merely inci- 
d(a)tal refercaices. In several paissages, such references 
— left out of tlie paralh‘1 passages in the other Gospels, 
and not the l(!ss instructive on that account — will 
occasionally be found ; but., from their at)parently 
casual character, it may be as wtdl to 2 )ass tliem 
altogether. 

The folloAving, as quite (‘xplieit and outstanding, 
may Ix'^fc’niply nuaitioned. 

Here the oidy parables of “ the kiiigdom” whicli 
are recorded, — there are but four of them, — are par- 
ables of the kingdom of God.” Thcae is not one of 
them a parable of the kingdom of heaven f — the 
kingdom in Avhich Christ' is King. They all relate to 
the period which, as it were, precedes His coining to 
the kingdom. God is King in them, and Ho Himself 
is but a Servant lA the work of subordinate minis- 
tration.* 

Here the remark of the scribes, when they charged 
Him with blasphemy for saying to the sick of the 

* One of these parables — that of the sce<l which groweth silently 
— is peculiar to Mark. Jt is strictly a i>arablc of service, patient 
service. Tlie parable of the tares, in which Christ is “ the House- 
hohlcr,” — “ House-lord,” — and which would have therefore been out 
of i)la(ie in AFark, occuj)ics its place in Matthew. A coinparison of 
the ddlbrent Oosp(*ls here will be found to exhibit \^ry distinctly 
their characteristic instioictivcuoss. 
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pa].>y, “ Son, tliy sins be foryivon tliee/' is set down ns, 

Why doth this man thus s])eak blasplieinies ? Who’ 
call forgive sins but God only V Mattliew gives it 
as, “ Tins man blas])heineili Luke, Who is tliis 
which speaketh blasphcniies ? Who can forgive sins 
but God <doorV' '‘^ but ]\l#rk characteiislically, and 
to sliow liow tliey souglit to (‘xclude-^lhe [K.issibility of 
any kind of claim to Deity oji the part of Christ, 
“ Who can forgive sins l)ut THE ONE Coi) 

Here, once more, in the con van-sat ion between Him 
and the scribe who asked, ‘‘ Which is the first coin- 
mandinent of all?” Jesus is related to have' answered 
him, “The first of all the commandments is, H(\ar, O 
Israel ; the Lord our (5od is one Lord ^these words 
are not related by Matthew «as quoted on thi!«» occasion; 
they are characteristically enough given by Mark 
only; — “Hear, O Israel; the Lord oar God is ONE 
Loud ; and thou shalt love* the Lord thy Cod with all 
thy heart, and with all thy soul, and with all thy 
mind, and with all thy stnmgth ; this is the first com- 
mandment. And the second is like, namely this, 
Thou shalt love thy neighbour as thysedf. There is 
none other commandment gioat(T than these. And 
the scribe said unto Him,” — the whole of what follows 
is (juito characteristic of Mark ; it is entirely omitted 
by Matthew, the oniy other evangelist who records 
this conversation ; — “ Well, Master, Thou hast said 
the truth ; for there is one God ; and there is none 
other hut He ; and to love Him wuth all the heart, 
and with all the understanding, and with all tl^c soul, 

• “ ft ^e(5s.” 

t The literal rendering of the original — “ fis 6 
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and with all the strength, and to love his ncighhonr 
as himself, is more than all whole bnrnt-offerings and 
sacrifices.” Plainly, in these as well as in other pas- 
sages, Mark sets Him before us not as the Lord, but 
as the Servant. 

“The conclusion of tlc3 whole matter” is plainly 
this, — tha/; the Gospel according to Mark is “ the 
Gospel of Jems Christ, the Son of God; ''''who 
being in the form of God, thought it not robbery to 
be c(pial with God, but viade Hiriself of no reputa- 
tion, and tool' upon Him the form of a servant, and 
was made in the likeness of men ; and being found in 
fashion as a man, lie humbled Himself, and became 
obedient unto death, even the death of the cross. 
Whereforo God also liatli highly exalted Him, and 
given Him a name which is above every name ; that 
at the name of Jesus every knee should bow, of things 
in lieaven, and things in earth, and things under the 
eartli ; and that every tongue should confess that 
Jesus Christ is Lord, to the (jlory of God the Father!' 

L(^t us, as we did in our examination of the Gospel 
according to Matthew, urge a praidical %ise of the view 
of Christ which, is thus exhibited in this Gospel, The 
practical character of the Gospel is such as of itself 
demands its practical iraprovemcait. We here, if any 
where in the Gospels, behold the example which Christ 
hath left us that we should follow His steps. It was 
a bright example. How we should delight to look on 
Him ys our Forerunner, and our Companion also, in 
t%b service of the Lord. 

It is encouraging to ministers to observe how in 
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this Gosi^el they arc specially instructed to do so. For 
when He is said to liave ordained tlie twelve to the* 
apostlesliip, it is here added, — we do not find it so 
in the other Gospels, — that they micjlit be with 
Him” as it were felloAV-labourers with Him. And 
then again, when they went forth after His ascension 
to preach the gosped, it is also added here,; — and no- 
where else, — ‘‘ the Lvrd vjovhing ivith them” that is, 
as a fellow-lahouier with them. 

Let servants in (iVory station, workmen in every 
occupation, also learn from Him in this Gospel to he 
faithful, zealous, untiring, uncomplaining, piayerful, — 
just like Him, — at their work. Even those who do 
not occupy an inferior position in lihi may liere learn 
from Him how to serve the Lord in well-doing. Here 
is a text for them from this Gospel; — “ For the poor 
ye liave always with you.'* Matthew and John also 
record these words ; hut Mark alone adds — and the 
addition, as noted hy him, is characteristic — and 
whensoever ye will, ye muy DO them good” 

There is one word which is constantly used in this 
Gospel, — the word indifferently rendered in our ver- 
sion, “immediately,” “ straightway,” “ forthwith,'’ 
“ anon,” “ hy and by,” “ as soon as,” ^ from which 
also, as it shows us how Jesus was always ready for 
His work and always getting forward with it, all of us 
may learn promptitude, diligence, unwearied activity, 
and many other important virtues, in the various 
duties of our several places and relations. The duties 

* Metas in the original, — It occurs aljout forty times in tliis 
Gospel, and^only about other forty times in all the rest of the New,, 
Testament together. 
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devolving on us in those places and iclations may, no 
“doubt, be hard to perform, very hard ; but it is here, 
in this Gospel, that wc are taught to look for tliat ; 
“ And iahi vp fha cross, and follow Me ; ” — 

these words arc recorded by Mark only ; and again, 
There is no man that' hath left house, or brethren, 
or sisters, or father, or mother, or wife, or children, or 
lands, for My sake and the Gospers, but he shall 
receive an liniidredfold now in this time, houses, and 
bndhren, and sist(‘rs, and mothers, and children, and 
lands, 'iViili persecutions — these words arc in Mark 
only — and in the worhl to come eternal life.’' “ Tlic 
cross ! With persecutions ! ” B(diold what is before 
us hero. Eut then there is His own example to sus- 
tain us in bearing tliat cross, in suffcTing those perse- 
culi:uis ; and withal there is the bh^ssed hope that, as 
in His case, so in ours, the cross will bo followed with 
the crown, the persecutions with eternal life and glory, 
It is a faithful saying ; " — “ If so bo that we suffer 
with Him tliat wc may be also glorified together. 
For I reckon that the sufferings of this present time 
are not worthy to Ik? compared with the glory which 
shall be revealed in us.” 
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The inscriptions of tlio Gospels, tlioiigli not origiruil, 
v/orc certainly prefixed at a date wliich warrants us to 
accept tliem as authentic. 

The necessity of distinguishing tlie n'spi^ctive 
authorship of the Gospels, hy prefixing to eacli the 
name of its author, must have become obvious at a 
very early period from the number of copfjS wliich 
reipiired to be transcribed for circulation in tlie dif- 
ferent churches; and we are assured by those who 
have investigated the subject, that the Christian fathers 
universally represent the four Gospels as written by 
the persons whose names are still prefixed to them in 
our printed copies of the Scriptures. 

From the inscriptions we accordingly pass at once 
to the Gospels themselves ; and, as that which comes 
in turn, the Gospel according to Luke will form the 
subject of present consideration. 

I. THE EVANGELIST. 

It is not much that we know of him. We know 
less of him than of any other writer of the Nejv Tes- 
tament Scriptures. His name never occurs in the 
Gospel narrative. According to an old tradition, he 
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is sometimes said to have been one of the seventy 
disciples whom onr Lord sent out, two by two, to 
preach tlie gospel ; but, except that he is the only 
evangelist who records the commission of tlio sewenty,. 
tliere appears to be no evidence for the tiadition. 
We may briefly state thn facts of liis history, so far 
as tliey cjin be gathered fiom Scripture', whence our 
only certain knowledge of him is^ derived. 

1. lie teas a beloved ^'companion and fellow- 
labourer of ilte Apodle Paul. The first time we meet 
witli him in this coiin(‘xiun is in tlu^ Acts of tlie 
Apostles, a portion of Scripture of wluch he was like- 
wise the 'author. Tlicre in tlie course of the sixteenth 
chapter we learn, from his exchanging the historical 
for the autobiograpliical form of narrative, that he 
accvmpanied tlie apostle and the party wlio Aventfiom 
Troas to prc'acli the gospel in Mac(‘donia. Tliat ho 
had been a conveit to (diristianity fur some time pre- 
vious to tills period is more than probable ; but when 
or where he was brought to the knowknlgc of the truth 
we have no means of information. It is not likely 
that he Avas coji verted by the ministry of Paul, for the 
apostle never calls M'.im his son, as he terms Timothy 
and Titus ; but the general use of the autobiographical 
term “ We/’ in the remaining portion of the Acts, as 
good as intimates that ho contipued to accompany the 
apostle in at least the most imjjortant of tliosc mis- 
sionary journeys with which the history of the Acts is 
occupied. F roin Troas avc follow them to Philippi, 
where Paul and Silas were scourged and imprisoned, 
and had their feet made fast An the stocks. Again, 

* we find them together at Assos ; and we then follow 
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thorn to Miletus, where Paul liad tlie very aftcctiiig 
meeting with the elders of the (^uiroh of Ephesus ; 
and theriee to Tyre, where certain disciples said to 
•Paul through the Spirit tliat lie should not go up to 
JerusahTU ; and thence again to tWirea, whcie the 
proliibition was, as it weref repc'atcd 1)y a prophet 
nanuMl Agal)us, hut in vain ; for Paul w»nt on to 
Jejusalein ; and Luke, ahhough*]ie had endeavoured 
along with others to prevail on him to comply witli 
tlie ])rohibitiou, accompanied liini. It also a]>j)ears 
that lie aftmavards went to (.\'sarea, and remained 
witli tlie apostle in that city during the two yc'ars of 
his detention by or<l(;r of Fcilix, the Roman goviniior. 
At all events, he accompanied him on thii voyage to 
Rome, and shared in the shipwreck and sufferings i)f 
th(' voyage. On arriving in the city of the Cesars he 
drops all further notice of himself from the history ; 
but wo may conclude that ho remainetl with the 
apostle as a fellow-labounir in the Oosjiel, for his 
naTue appears in some of the ('pisfles which Paul sent 
from Rom(‘ to distant churches, as a beloved bi-other 
who joined with him in his greetings and salutations. 

2. From one of the epistles of Paul we learn, in 
quite an incidental way, that he luas a physician by 
2 ^rofession. Perhaps the attachment which subsisted 
between him and Paul Itiiy receive an explanation from 
this fact. Both were persons of education, superior 
in point of literary acquirement to the generality of 
Christians of their day, and therefore more likely to 
be profitable to one another in their companionship. 
The attaimjients of Lukt;, together with his modesty, 
amiability, and gentleness — for the honourable man- 

F 
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nor in whiclj Paul speaks of liim as Luke ilio l)olove(I 
physician would seem to indiciito that ho was a 
})crsoii of this cliaractcr — point liini out as the most 
suitable j^erson of whom we know to ho the friend of ■ 
the apostle after his separation from ]3arnabas. In 
their affectionate coinpaiioiisliip we are somehow 
reminded «of that of Luther and Melanetlion at tlie 
period of the Keforniation. ,^Paul, like Luther, is the 
grand actor, the moving spirit : he stands out promi- 
nently to public view, and all men behold with ad- 
miration the intrepidity of his character, the amount 
of his labours, and his unparalleled success ; while 
Luke, like Melanetlion waiting in the back-ground his 
Common-places, the first system of divinity ever pub- 
lisjied by*the Church of the lleformation, is a retiring 
spirit, also writing away, as it were, behind the scenes, 
and in his two volumes of the Gospel and the Acts, 
from which, unlike those who seek to immortalise 
their name with their work, lie excludes all mention 
of himself by name, presents us with the first general 
history of the apostolic Church, from its foundation in 
the person, life, and work of Jesus Christ, to its erec- 
tion and full development under the oversight and in 
the labours of the apostles. 

It is not known whetlier the evangelist continued 
to follow his piofession after ehe was converted to 
Christianity. Certain it is that he was advanced to 
the lionourable degree of being a physician of souls, 
for in the Epistle to Philemon, (ver. 24,) Paul men- 
tions him as one of his fellow-labourers, — Marcus, 

^ Aristarchus, Demas, Lucas/* or as we commonly 
Anglicise it, Luke, ‘"my fellow-labourers.’* It is 
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geiK‘i’ally admitted that ho is tlie party referred to by, 
tlio apostle in the Second Epistle of tlie Coriiitliians, 

^ (viii. 1 8.) And W(j have sent witli him (Titus) 
•tlie brother whose praise is in tlie Gospel in all the 
churches/' or, as some explain the reference, ])crhaps 
not (jnite correctly,**^ “ whose praise for the Gospel is 
in aJl th(i churches/’ or whose Gospel is the subject 
of praise in all the chur lies.” The last S(;riptural 
notice of him occurs in the Second Epistle to Timothy, 
It is very honourable to him as illustrative of his 
Christian courage, and, at the same time, of liis stroni 
afifi'ction for the apostle, Avdio, after being brought 
before Nero the second time, excliiims with profound 
emotion, as, on the eve of martyrdom, he lies, in his 
solitary dungeon bound with chains, and forsaken hy 
all his other friends, (iv. 9-1 1,) Do thy diligence to 
come shortly unto me. For Deinas hath forsaken me, 
having loved this present Avorld, and is departed unto 
Thessalonica ; Crescens to Galatia; Titus unto Dal- 
matia; onlu Luke h with me'' 

3. These notice's of the evangdist would be incom- 
plete without a reference to his and relujwus 

connexions before he became a Christian. Perhaps 
no question of a similar nature has been made the 
subje(;t of so much inquiry and discussion as the ques- 
tion whether he Averc flien a Jew, or a proselyte, or a 
heathen. The question is not without its interest, 
and we may be permitted to state the grounds on 
which Avc are disposed to agree Avith those Avho believe 
him to have been a Gentile. 

* Vhlv TTowaon aii»l Conybeare h) loco, and Smith of Jordajiliill on 
tho “Voyage and Shipwreck of St Paul,” p. 1 1. 
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In the Epistle to the Colossians the apostle distin- 
giiibhos him from Aristarchus, Marcus, and Jesus, 
surnamed Justus, who arc expressly said to have been 
of the cireumcision ; ’’ and the conclusion seems in- 
evitable that hi) must have bc*en by birth a Clentile. 
The conclusion is conhriued by his bearing a (Jrec'k 
name, bydiis proficiency m tlui use of the Gret'k htn- 
guage, and by the iKcculiai; kind of dedication with 
which he begins both of his histories. In this last 
respect he stajids alone in ih(‘ sacred Scriptures. All 
the other Scriptural histiwies biggin, according to the 
Hebrew style, without any dedication ; whereas both 
of his histories begin in the (tixmOc and Roman fashion, 
and the dedication of the (h)sp(d has been ])articularly 
iKjtiecd by learned men as an (‘\e('llent specimen of 
classic writing. On these grounds it scH'ins reasonable 
to conclude that he was a Greek or Gentile. 

Whether he was a jiroselyte to the Jewish faith 
before he becajiie a f^liristian, or whether he passed 
over at once from Paganism to (dirisiianity, or whetlier 
he may have been, like Timothy, a Gentile by his 
father’s side, through wliom he obtained liis (jR'ok 
name and his knowledge of the Greek tongue, but 
with a Jewish mother, wlio imparted to him his ex- 
tensive ac(piaintance with tlie peculiarities of the 
Jewish cliaracter, laws, custotns, and religion-, is a 
question wliich must be left unsettled ; there arc not 
vsulficient data to determine it. It has been supposed 
that he was the anonymous disciple who is mentioned 
in hw Gospel along with Clcopas as walking with 
our Lord to Ernmaus, and thdre is not a qvestion tj^t 
the supposition gives emphasis to the expressions, 
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'^Art thou only a stranger in Jerusalem, and knowest 
or, “Art thou the only slraufjer in Jerusalem* 
who hast not known the things which arc come to 
pass there in these days V* “ We trusted that it had 
been ITc which should have redeemed Israel” But 
this is no more than a supp(4^ition. 

The fact that he was a Gentile, or. at leagt of Gen- 
tile extraction on the fathers sjde, is all that can bo 
definitely ascertained. Even to this conclusion excep- 
tion is soiiK'times taken, on the ground that none of 
the books of Scripture can be believed to have been 
written by Gentiles. Yet no good reason can be 
assigned to show that the Holy Spirit should not em- 
ploy (J entiles as well as Jews in writing •the volume 
of Inspiration. If the Book of Job was ^^itten by 
Elihu, as some believe, we have at least one bo(J< of 
the Old Testament written by a Gentile. We have, 
at all events, two Old Testament books, the books of 
Ruth and Jonah, which treat of (hintilcs in a way 
which plainly pre-intiniated their participation of 
Gospel-privileges in the time of the Messiah. And, 
when Gentiles have been admitted into tlu 3 Church, 
was it not most befitting that cue of their number 
should be employed as the writer of that portion of 
the. Scriptures which has recorded the fact of tlieir 
admission into tlui Cl^ircli, and the important events 
connected therewith? Is not the fact, tliat the middle 
wall of partition between Jews and Gentiles has been 
completely broken down, proved all the better, when 
we are not merely furnished with the history of it by 
a Gentile, but when w« have two whole books of the 
New Testament, and these among the most im2)ortaut* 
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of them, written by a Octitilc, or the sou of a Gentile ? 
The mystery is now made known tljat the (Gentiles 
should be fellow-heirs with Jews, and of the same 
body, and partakers of the promise in Christ by tlui 
Gospel. 

The fact is still furthc^' coufirmej when, on turning 
to the books written by Luke, we find tlint they are 
both addressed to a person who, dike; liimself, was evi- 
dently a Gentile. It was once very commonly believed 
that ddieopliilus, to wliorn both books are adilresscd, 
was a tictitious name, wliieh ouglit to be taken accord- 
ing to its literal signitication — ''a friend of God” — 
as descriptive of any discijde, or as compreliensive of 
all (lisci])leg ; to wlioui tlie books should therefor' be 
considered as dedicated. This opinion must be set 
asK^e as altogetluu' unwarrantable. It is not consis- 
tent witli the practice of the sacred writers to intro- 
duce ideal characters into their narratives. The 
opinion tliat lie was a Gentile rests on tlie most 
conclusive evidence. He was unquestionably a stranger 
to Palestine, for when the evangelist has occasion to 
mention jiny country-town he uniformly specifies its 
locality, whicli he Svould not have done liad he been 
writing to a native of Palestine, or to a Jew: “A 
city of Galileo, named Nazareth “ Capernaum, a 
city of Galilee;” “Arimathea, a city of the Jews.” 
He also mentions that tlie country of the Gadarcncs 
is '' over against Galilee and, in the account of the 
two disciples to whom Christ showed Himself after 
His resurrection, he says, “ They went to a village 
called Ennnaus, which was f’rom Jerusalem about 
’threescore furlongs.” In like manner he relates that, 
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after the rc\suiTOction, the disciples '' returned to 
Jerusalem from the mount Olivet, which is from Jeru- 
salem a Sahhatli-dny’s journey.’' It is lie also who 
gives the Greek name “ Calvary,’^ instead of tlie 
Hebrew “ Golgotha,” to the mount where our Lord 
was crucified. C'lo^H'ly tli^s parti(*ularity respecting 
localities and distances proves that Theophilus was 
neither a Jew nor a native of Palestine. That he 
was an Italian may be held to be almost ceitain. 
This conclusum rc'sts upon the fact that, while Luke 
is particular in specifying the situation of places in 
other countries, he dismisses all this particularity in 
his references to the cities of Italy. In the outs(‘t of 
the \oyage of Paul to Porno, he marks ilia situation of 
tlie dilferont places passed or touched at byfjhe vessel, 
but as soon as he approaches Sicily or Italy lie n^/^mes 
places, as may be seen in the last chapter of tin; Acts, 
without saying a word respecting their situation, — 
Syi'acuse, Rhegiiim, Puteoli, and even thc‘ Appii 
Forurn, and tlie Three Taverns in Ponu*, — places 
wliich would certainly have re(piir(‘d some geographi- 
cal notice or description if Luke had not ^had every 
reason to know that Theophilus, sts an Italian, perhaps 
a Roman, was intimately accpiaiiited with them. 

4, To conclude those notices of Luke, we have only 
to add that the remainder of his history is involved 
in great uncertainty. There arc several ancient tra- 
ditions respecting him preserved by the early eccle- 
siastical historians, but they are so contradictory that 
little or no reliance can be placed on them.^ It is 
indeed a pretty generijly received opinion that he was 
a native of Antioch in Syria, and his references ill 
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tlio Acts of the Ai^ostles to Antioch arc such as serve 
materially to corroborate the opinion. It has also 
been aflinned tlnit ho was a painter as well as a phy- 
sician; but the tradition on winch the affirmation rests' 
is not ohler thru the fourteenth century, and is wholly 
unwortliy of credence. J^ory likely it originated in a 
misunderstandino’ of some rhetorical allusions to the 

, « 4 

pen -portraiture, so to speak, which occurs so often in 
his (}ospt;l. By one of the*Fatliers it is said that he 
died inimarricd, at the advanced ago of eighty-four; 
and tlio statement is not unlikely to bo conect, but 
that is all that can be said about it. 

' TI. THE GOSPEL. 

I’ _ 

% has characteristics, not a few, which have attracted 
a very general and deeply-interested observation. Wc 
cannot examine them at length. Some of them we 
shall hardly do more than mention. 

1. It has much more of a strictly historical cast 
than, the other (jospels, and as a chronicle of the facts 
of the life of Christ it is also much more complete. 
Ii;S historical cliaVactcr is expressly announced in 
the dedication. Then, in the body of the Gospel, 
wij meet with numerous historical references. The 
historical phrase, “ It came to pjjss,’’ occurs in it well- 
nigh as often as the word, ‘‘ Then ” in Matthew, and 
'' Straightway ” or Immediately in Mark. Dates 
are also often given. One occurs in the first chapter, 
There was in the days of Herod, the king of Judea, 
a certain priest named Zachajias and another in 
the second, And it came to pass in those clays, that 
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there went out a decree from Cesar Augustus that all 
the world should be taxed ; and this taxing was first- 
made when Cyrenius was governor of Syria ; '' and 
again another in the third, ‘‘Now in the fifteentli year 
of the reign of Tiberius (Wir, (Pontius Pilate being 
governor of Judea, ;ind Heroc^ being tetrarcli of Galilee, 
and liis brother Philip tetnveh of Itjir(‘a and of the 
region of Traclionitis, and Lysanias the tctrarch of 
Abilene, Annas and Caiapnas being high priests), the 
word of God came unto John, tliii son of Zacharias, in 
the wilderness.” Others of a mori' privatg kind occur 
still more rrc<{uently. The circumcision of the infant 
Jesus is said to have taken place “ eight days ” after 
liis birth ; and the presentation in the temple, “wlien 
the days of the purification according to tlyr law of 
Moses were accomplished.” Anna is said to liavc 
been “ a widow of about fourscore and four years, 
and to have lived with an husband “ seven yi'ars from 
her virginity.” Jcisus is said to have been “ twelve 
years old ” when he went to the passover, where lie 
signalised Himself among the doctors by His und(*r- 
standing and answers ; and to have been about “ thirty 
years of age ” when lie was ba[nised by John in 
Jordan. The daughter of Jairus is said to have been 
“about twelve years of ago;” the woman having an 
issue of blood to havq sutfered “ twelve years ” from 
it ; and the woman which had a spirit of infirmity to 
have been bowed togcjthor “ cightc'on yc'.ais.” The 
facts of ex scriptural history are also adverted to with 
considerable frequency. We can but mention the 
references ^to Cesar Augustus and Tiberius Cesar, to 
the various branches of the family of Herod, and to 
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oveiits liko the census when Cyrenius was governor of 
Syria, the fall of the tower of Siloain, and the massacre 
by Pontius Pilate of the Galileans on occasion of their 
saciificial services at a Jcrusaloni-festival. In addition; 
to th(‘se things, thc‘ history begins at an earlier p(‘riod 
than in the other Gospej^s. It begins “from the very 
first,” so to speak. There is nothing elsewhcTc^ to 
correspinal to the history of tlie first two chapters, 
which is singularly fiilL Tliere is also great fulness 
of detail in wliat follows. Some parts are no doubt 
epitoinis('d as comj)nred with thc»accounts of Matthew 
and Mark ; ])ut otluTS are very circumstantial and 
minute, sometimes iiuhied as picturesquely graphic as 
the accounts of Mark ; and nearly nine wholt) cliapters, 
recording the incidcaits and discourses of the final 
iohrney to Jerusalem, are quite original; that is to 
say, they have no parallel in the other Gospels. The 
history is also carried beyond tlie resurrection to the 
ascension. It traces out, in short, the wliole history 
of redemption in the life of Christ from its beginning 
to its end, and in this z'espect is, above all the rest, 
the historical Gospel. 

2 . The 2'>Tofc8skm of the evangelist as a iihysician 
has also left traces of its impress on this Gospel. It 
is here that the first text from which Christ preached 
is given at length, ‘‘ The Spirit of the Lord is upon 
Me, because He hath anointed Me to preach the 
gospel to the poor ; He hath sent Me to heal the 
hrolcen-hearted, to jireacli dcliverence to the captives, 
and recovering of sight to the blind, to set at liberty 
them that arc bruised, to preach the acceptable year 
of the Lord and that the proverb, '^Physician, heal 
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thyself,** is recorded as having been ([noted by Him 
in the course of His sermon on that text. It is hc‘r(i* 
also that in the account of His teaching on one 
occasion the singular expression occurs, “ The power 
of the Lord Avas present to heal;** and that in the 
commission given to the twelve and to the sevmity — 
the commission to the; seveidy is only recorded in this 
Gospel — it is said, He sent them to pi*eacli tlie 
kingdom of God and to heal the sick :** '' And into 

Avhatsoever city ye enter, and tlu^y receive^ you, oat 
such things as are set before you, and heal ilia sick 
that are therein** Like the otlier Gospels, this 
Gospel also records the mira.(;les of healing wJiicdi. our 
Lord preformed, but more numerously, as well as with 
more minuteness of detail, — sometimes of k*clinical 
detail, or in a Avay which very plainly indicates the 
physician. The fever of Simon’s wife’s mother is 
descri])ed, according to an old scientific distinction in 
certain cases, as great fever ;**’^ and as a physician, 
who had carefully impiired into the facts of the case, 
would naturally remark, He is said to have ‘‘ stood 
over her,** when He “rebuked the fever.” The leper 
is described in medical terms as ^ full of leprosy” 
The paralytic is described as taken “with a palsy;” — in 
the original the Avord is technical, and, although 
not exactly translatal)le, may be rendered “ struck 
with paralysis** Tl^c centurion’s servant wlio was 
dear unto him is described as “ sick oMd> ready to die** 

* In his treatise on the difference of fevers, Galen says that physi- 
cians were accustomed to distinguish fevers as tlic gmat and small 
fevers. (Kat (TVPrjOes tiStj tols larpoii ofiofia^eip cptovtu) y€P€L ras 
6ia<popas top i^yap re KaipnKpop irvpeTov, — (Juutcd by Smith of Jordaii- 
hill, in his Dissertation on the Life and Writings of St Luke, p. 2. ) 
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The woman who had an issue of blood twelve years is 
described as having ‘‘ spent all her living upon physi- 
cians ; but without casting any reflection on the 
profession/’ as is done in another Gospel-account or 
the cas(‘j it is simply added, Neither could t^he he 
healed of Tho /vuman whicli had a spirit of 

infirmity ^ eighteen years is describ(‘d as “ bowed 
together f so that slic ''could in no wise lift tip 
herself” It is liere we arc told that, wdieii the devil 
souglit to destroy the demoniac out of whom lie was 
expelled, he ‘‘ hurt him not ; ” tliat when Jesus said 
of the (laughter of Jairus, '‘She is not dead, but 
sleepeth/’ those wlio laughed Him to scorn “ knew that 
$she was dead ; ” that when He was in the garden of 
Gethscin^ no, “ being in an agony. He prayed more 
eafrcstly, and His sweat was as it v)erG rjreat drops 
of blood falling down to the ground and that when 
Peter smote the servant of the high priest, and cut 
off his riglit ear, Jesus answered and said, " Suifer ye 
thus far ; and He touched his ear and healed him'' 
In fine, it is here tliat allusmns to the healing virtue 
which flow(Hl from, as it were, the very body 
of Christ, alone '* 03 cur. “ Somebody hath touched 
M(', for I ])c‘rceive that virtue is gone out of 
Me." " And the whole multitude sought to touch 

t 

* The account of the case in Mark is just what might be expected 
from a fisherman like Peter, in writing, at the time and on the spot, of 
the probably inferior physicians wIh) practised among the compara- 
tively poor and illiterate community of a fishing towii or village ; — 
“ And a certain woman, which had an issue of blood twelve years, 
and had suffered many things of many 2>hysiclam^ and had spent " — 
wasted — sfpiandered — thrown away — '"'all that she lad, and wets 
nothing bettered, but rather grew worse,” 
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Him ; for there luoit virtue oat of Him a)f(l 
healed them alV Tlu'so notices may seem trivial* 
enough when taken by tliemselves, and any thing in 
• IIk'Hi that is professional is certainly not obtrusive, 
but in their aggregate they are not without importance; 
they bear a silent but not intftective ti*stimony to the 
genuineness of the Gospel * and thoy als(^ serve to 
illustrate very satisfactorily thi; fidelity of the evan- 
g(ilist in ascertaining the facts of his narrative to the 
most minute particulars. 

3. As yet anotlua* characteristic of this Gospel, it 
may be mentioned that llte injl mace/ of Paid over (he 
•mind of L'ul'C is revnirhddt/ coiospicuoas in the spirit 
of it, i)i the very form of i/s ea’presslons, and •not 
infnupiently, 'we •may also veninre to .m;),' in the 
selection of die materials of v'liich it is ann 2 ^(^ed. 
There is an old tradition, according to which Luke is 
said to Imve been litthj otlnu* than the amamuaisis of 
Paul in the composition of it;^ and it is sonndimes 
alleged that when Paul refers to his (hjspel, as he does 
in more than one of his epistles, the reference is to 
this Gospel, as drawn up by Luke, under his superin- 
tcTuhmce, if not dictation. It wo?dd a])pear that tlio 
old heretical sect of the Marcionites, who owfumI no 
apostolical authority but that of Paul, received this 
Gospel as his, and rfjected all the others ; and, on 
this account also, it has been held and described to 
be the Pauline Gospel. But the preface of the Gospel 
expressly contradicts the idea of its Pauline autliorship. 

* Vide Smith’s Dissertation on the Gospels, p. lii., and on the 
Writings of*Ht Luke, p. 45, for the references of the Fathers to. 
this tradition. 
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It asserts that it was drawn u}) by the evangelist liirn- 
\self IVom the testimony of those wlio ''from the 
hc(f}nnin(j 'ivere eye-ivHuessc>s and ininistcTs of tljo 
woid and we know that Paul was not one of those 
authorities. It is, as it has l)eeii always designated, 
"The Gospel according Vo Luhef^Mot ‘‘The Gospel 
according +o Paul.” At the same time, the connexion 
of Luke with Paul does come out in various portions 
and references of the Gospel, indicating the similarity 
of thought and feeling which obtained betwecji tliem, 
and pei haps also some direction arid informal ion on 
the part of Paul. 

Every one who Ivdn examiiuid the vSubj(*ct has 
observed the almost verbal coincidence b(‘tween Luke 
and Pauh^.iii their accounts of the institution of the 
Lord’s Su2)per, a coincidence which ap])ears the more 
remarkable, when it is compared with the accounts of 
tlic institution in Matthew and Mark. Pefeiences 
to Jesus as the Saviour, to the free forgiveness of sins 
and justification in the righteousness of faith, to the 
person and work of tire Holy Spirit, to the exercise of 
lioly Christian joy, and to the duty of glorifying God 
in every incident And event, arc also much more 
numerous in this Gospel than in any of the others ; 
and every one knows that the epistles of Paul are full 
of these very topics. 

It has been noticed, too, that a resemblance may 
be traced between the apostle and the evangelist in 
the predilection which they both evince for the use of 
triplets. The faith, hope, and charity — the work of 
hiith, the labour of love, and the patience of, hojx), — 
the one body and the one spirit in the one hope, — the 
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ono Lord, the one faith, and the one haptLsrn, — tlicone 
God and Fatlier of all, who is above all, and through 
all, and in all, — the of Him, and through Him, and to 
Hii n, arc all things, — the l)(‘iiig strengthoiu'd by the 
Spirit in the inner man, the being able to comprehend 
the love of (dirist,* and the ixiing filled with all the 
fulness of God, — the grace of our Loid Jesos Christ, 
the love of God, and tin' cotnui union of the ll(;ly 
Ghost, be with you all ; — these and many other trini- 
ties of expression which occur im the e])istles of Paul 
must be <|uite familiar. Tii Luke the same kind of 
triune stat(*mciit not unfrequeiilly occurs. It is by 
him that the people and tht‘ publicans and the soldiers 
are recorded to have, one after another, or fhree times 
over, asked John the Baptist, “Master, whatVihall wc 
do ?” It is by him that the parable of the lost slfeep 
is recorded along with the other two, — with which, as 
joined by him in triple combination, we always connect 
it, — the parables of the lost piece of silver and tin? 
prodigal son. With Matthew, he riLitcs how, in tlie 
illustrations of two men separated from one another in 
the field and two women separated ^from one another 
at the mill, Christ forecast the uhexpected diameter 
of the all -decisive separations which shall ho made 
on occasion of the final Advent, and then he again 
makes up the triplet iti the record of tlie additional 
illustration, “ I tell you in that night there shall be 
two men in one bed ; the one shall be taken, and the 
other shall be left.” With Matthew he also relates, 
how Christ said to one who offered to follow 'Him, 
“Foxes ha^e holes, and 'birds of the air have nests, but 
the Son of man hath not where to lay His head and 
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to finotli(‘r Avho wislied first to go and l)ury liis fatlicr, 

Lot the dead bury llioir d(‘ad, but go tliou and prea(;li 
the kingdom of (5od ; and tlicn be goes on to relate, 
in a tliird example, how, when '' anotluir also said. 
Lord, I will follow Thcc ; but hit me first go l)id tliom 
farewell which are at ho^ne at my house ; Jesus said 
unto him,. No man having put his hand to tla; plough, 
and looking back, is fit for the Kingdom of God.” 

But we must nder the further examination of this 
parallel between Luke and Paul to private reading 
and research.* Too much may be made of it; we must 
beware of ihut ; but at the same time it will be found 
neither uninteresting nor unimportant as attesting in 
ith own significant maimer the close assimilative friend- 
ship of kiaul and Luk(‘, and in this respect also the 
giaWiineness of tlui Gospel. 

4. Let us ])roceed to elicit the dhiuictive charac- 
ieridic of this Gospel^ so far as it respects the parti- 
cular aspect la which it coniemplates and exhibits the 
hisiory of Christ lo us. And here we may say at once 
that, according to the cherubic symbol of the man-face 
with which we have already identified it, it presents 
Christ as the t^on of maUj the partaher of a common 
htnuaulty unth onan, and therefore the kinsman 
Redeemer of the human family ivithout respect to 
national distinctions^ or the imeient separation of 
Jews and Gentiles , — the Author of a common salva- 
tion for lost sinners every where, — the Saviour of the 
world. And here, too, we may say, in a single sen- 

* Vhh the three songs of Mary, Zaoharias, and Simeon : and ex- 
amine, Luke vi. 32-34; xi 11-12, &c., in coimectiou witii Matthew v. 
46-47 ; vii. 9-10, &c. 
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tonco, that from this fact wo can iindeistautl ]iow the 
Spirit of God should have selected a Gentile to write* 
this Gospel, and led him, too, to address it to a Gentile. 
Notliing could have been more l)efitting in the (iospel 
(h'sigiied to s(it forth f^hrist a,s the Saviour, not of the 
Jews oidy, but of the Chmtih^s also. 

Soin(‘ illustrations of the , distinctively human char- 
acteristic of th(i Gos])el — ^hey will be no more than sug- 
gestive — must hero be oft’ered. Any thing like an 
exhaustivci (^position is at present quite impossible. 

(1.) Emry .starje in the devdopincnt of the verit- 
ahJe hunmvil'i) of Christ in recorded in thin Gos])el 
with the lit wont paiiicula/rify. Here only do we find 
the salutation of Elisabeth, Blessed art thou among 
women, and blessed is the fruit of ihy woinbS'' Here 
only do we find ‘‘ the liahe wrapped in swaddhng 
clothes.’' Hero only do we read of “ the circumcising 
of the GhihU' Here only do we read that the 
Child grew,” or, as it should be rendered, that “ the 
Lnd grew and waxed strong in spirit;” that “the 
grace of (Jod was upon Him ; ” that, “ when He was 
twelve yearn oldf “ His j^arents ” took Him with them 
to Jerusalem to “the feast of the passover;” that, 
after His interview with “ the doctors ” in the temjde, 
“ both hearing and asking them questions,” “ He went 
down ” again with His^arents and “ came to Nazareth, 
and was subject to them that He "^increased in 
wisdom and stature, and in favour with God and man ; ” 
and that, when He was baptised by John, He “ began 
to be about thirty years of age'* Nor do these notices 
of veritablij humanity terminate with the development 
and attainment of His manhood. They are followed 

G 
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up by others ecpinlly specific. Those will 1)0 found 
111 Humorous passages on to the very end of the 
Gos])el. To instance some of them : — TTere only 
do we read of the 'pd.pn which he liad 
and of “ the plnce where He had been hroiujld up 
here only of IT is '' rrjvjici tifj in-' .sp/V/7;’* of His 
weephifj over the city and of His “ liiediurj do'imi' 
ill prayer; here only that in ‘(h‘ths(*maiie '‘there 
appeared an angel unto Him from heaven d rciujlhni- 
iu(j Him'' and that, "being in au cffjouy, Ho prayed 
more eariu'stly, and Jlis si/uxit was as it were great 
drops of blood falling down to th(? ground;*’ here 
only that, like " a rif/hteovs wo??,** which the cen- 
turion is here said to have called Him, Ho cried with 
His latest' breath, when expiring on the cross, " Fath(*r, 
into Thy hands I comnuaid My t<pirit;'' and here 
only, that after His resurrection Ho ojico and again 
verified the reality of His resurr(‘ction-bo(ly to His 
disciples, by " at meat with them,'' by taking 

" a piece of broiled fish and of an honeycomb, and 
eating it before themf and by bidding them " lawdle ** 
Him to s(*c that it was Himself, — as He is here also, 
and here only, repofted to have said, — " It is I My- 
self ; for a spirit hath not jlcsh and hones as ye see 
Me hare:' 

(2.) The human depeyidencet' of Christ on God as 
expressed by Him in pjrayers and supplications is 
mod faithfully recorded in this Gospel. The other 
evangelists also advert to His prayerful exorcises, but 
not by any means so frequently, or in the same con- 
nexion, or even with the samc’^object. Here only arc 
we told that Ho was praying when the Spirit descended 
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U])oii Him at Ills baptism : “ Now wlioii nil the people 
wore baptized, it cam(3 to pass that Jesus also being 
baptized, rntd 'l>rafjln</y the heavcu was ojKUicd, and 
the Holy (jliost desc(*nd(Hl/’ Here only are we told 
that, wlien He had to seek retirement from tlie multi- 
tudes whieh resoide<l to Him, H(j beti>ok Himself to 
prayer : “ Hut so inueHi the more went there a faiiie 
abroad of Him ; and gu »t mu'Uilud(‘S canui together 
to hear and to be lu'aled by Him of their infirmities. 
And He withdrew Himself into the wilderness, and 
imtijpd'' Here only are Ave told that His choice of 
the twelve apostles was made a.fter a night of prayer : 
“And it came to pass iii those days that He went out 
into a rnountahi to nvd ronthiaed ad iiiifht in 

prayer to God. And when it was day, He cahed i?nto 
Him His disciples, and of them He chose twelve, whom 
also He nanKaJ apostlt‘s.'' Hca e only are avc told that 
it was at a tiim^ when He was engaged in prayer that 
Peter conflsssed Him to be the Christ: “And it came 
to pass, a.i ,• Th was alone praying, His disci])les were 
with Him, and He asked them, saying, Whom say the 
people that I am ? Th(‘y answ(u^ng said, John the 
Baptist ; but some say, Elias, and others say that one 
of the old prophets is risen again. He said unto 
them, But whom say ye that I am ? Peter answ('ring 
said. The Christ of Cod/' IFere only are we told that 
the Transfiguration occurred when Ho Avas praying : 
“ And it came to pass al)out an eight days after tlu'se 
things, Ho took P(‘ter and *John and James, and Avcait 
up into a mountain to pray. And as He prayed, the 
fashion of Ifis countenance Avas altered, and His’ 
raiment Avas white and glistering/’ Here only are 
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wo told that wlioii Ho {?ave Ilis disciples a pattern of 
prayer, in what is coniinoiily called the Lord’s Prayer, 
Ho had just b(dore been giving them a pattern of 
prayer iu His own example ; And it came to j)ass 
that, He vu^ peaylnij in a certain lilace, when 
He ceased, one of His disOiples said ‘unto Him, Lord, 
teach ns t(" pray,* as John^ alsa taught his disciples. 
And He said unto thvm, Allien ye pray, say, Our 
Father which art in lieaven.” Here only are we told 
of His prayer for P(‘ter, Simon, Simon, Satan hath 
desii'od to have you that lie may sift you as wheat ; 
but I have irrayed for ihee that thy faith fail not;” 
and of iTis repealed prayers in Oethsemane, ''He 
IJrayed raore earnestly ; and of His prayers when 
on ,the ci4)ss, Father, forgive them, for they know 
not \Vhat they do ; ” ‘‘ Father, into Thy hands I com- 
mend My spirit.” Nor is it only in these n^cords of 
His own personal prayers that this Gospel evinces 
the spirit of prayer by which He Avas possessed and 
animated ; it records His instructions on prayer more 
fully tlian any of the other Gospels. It is here only 
that we have the jiarable of the person who applied 
at midnight to a neighbour for the loan of three loaves, 
because a friend had unexpectedly arrived on a visit ; 
the jiarahle of tlie importunate widow ; and the par- 
able of the Pharisee and the publican ; all bearing on 
the duty and the character of prayer. And it is here 
only that we also have the injunction repeated twice 
over to the disciples in Gethsemane, “ Pray that ye 
enter I'iot into temptation.” ** Why sleep ye ? Rise 
and pray, lest ye enter into tenlptation.” IVie Gospel 
has, in fact, been called the Gospel of prayer, and as 
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such it is emphatically the Gospel of humanity, of 
universal humanity ; and in this conm^xion it is worth 
wliile to notice and to remember that it is the Gospel 
of the liuiatuiity of Christ 

(3.) The reality of llis liuw(V)i sympathies and 
affections is hroiajht out iw this Gospel in a very 
(jreat variety of most inieresilng .details. We can 
only condescend on some of these details ; but our 
sel(Jclion will be made so as to assist a personal and 
more minute (*xaminntioii. 

Take llis affection for children. Otluu' twangelists 
tell us how graciously He regarded- them ; but Luke 
commonly adduces some additional circumstance which 
discovers a tenderness in llis regard, very touching as 
well as human. For exampK‘, we lean' from him 
that they weic infants to whom our Lord gaw3 His 
blessing on that mtanorable occasion, wluai He so 
winningly evinced Himself to be the children’s Saviour: 
'‘And they brought unto Him also infants that He 
would touch them.” We also learn from him that 
the daughter of Jairus, who was miraculously restored 
to life, was an only child : Matthew and Mark, as well 
as Luke, relate the miracle, but Luke alone mentions 
the fact in (piestion : “For he had one only dauyhtery 
about twelve yc^ars of age, and she lay a-dying.” A 
similar notice occurs in his account of the iniracle 
wrought on the demoniac child, at the foot of the 
Mount of TVansfiguration. Both Matthew and Mark 
relate this miracle also ; but Luke alone records the 
appeal with which the father of the child followed up 
his petition on its behalf, “ Master, I beseech Thee-, 
look upon my son, for he is mine oydy child.'' At 
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once WG see in these and otlier tender references to 
children, only to be found in Luke, liow the facts 
mentioned in them must liave told on tlie liinnan 
aftection of our Lord ; and can we woiuh^r that the 
Gospel which contains tluan, containing as it also does 
the narrative of the l>a|.'ti,5»ts and tlie Savioui's child- 
hood, should have been calhal the childrens Gospel V 
Wo^Jiru also appear in tliis Cospid to have shared 
in the aih'ctionato regard Lf our Lord; and most 
certainly TTo appears to have largely shared in theirs. 
Those who ministered unto Him of their snl)slance 
are here introduced to us by name : they arc not 
named in. the same connexion (dsewhere : Ccrtuhi 
whigli had bt'em healed of evil spirits and 
infirmities^ Mary, called JVlagdahme, out of whom 
went^seveii devils ; and JiHUuni the wife of Chuza, 
Herod’s steAvard ; and Snsdn/na, and many others, 
which miiiist(ux'd unto Him of their substance.” 
Martha and Mary, the one cumbered about much 
serving, the other sitting at Jesus’ feet, and hearing 
His word, are also for the first time introduced to us 
in this Gos2)el ; and although we meet with them 
again in another Gospel, the account of them here 
is at once peculiar and unique: '^Martha, M<trfha, 
thou ait careful and troubled about many things ; but 
one thing is needful; and Jlfary h^th chosen that good 
part which shall not be taken away from her.” It is 
in this Gospel that we read how, as He was speaking 
on one occasion, a certain woman lifted up her voice 
and said, Blessed is the womb that bare Thee, and 
the paps which Thou hast suc^ked.” And it is in 
this Gospel, too, that we read how, on a Sabf)ath-day, 
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H(j liealed a woman which had a spirit of infii-mity 
eiglitccii years, and how, when He was blamed for 
doing it on that day, lie vindicated Himself in those 
‘^tt'lling yet touching words, ‘'And ought not this 
ivo'huiii, being a daughter of .Abraham, whom Satan 
hatli bound, lo, thesis eightca.nl years, he loosed from 
this bond on the Sabbath -djiy ? ” And again, it is in 
this Gospel that we i'(‘ad how wonnm followed Him 
to the cross, and how' He tnnu.Ml and said to them so ten- 
deiiy, Daufjlden^ of Jerusalejn, weep not for Me, but 
weep for youi'selves and for your children ; for behold 
tlie days ar(‘ coming in whieli they shall say, Blessed 
are the barnm, and the' wombs which n(ivt‘r bare, and 
tlie paps wljich nev(T gave suck.’' Thi‘si' notices, 
along with otlnu’s, such as of Mary and Elii^ibeth, are 
all to be found, and only to be found in ladce ) and 
tln^y are ([uite in place in this distinctively human 
Gospel, demonstrating, as they do so Hnely, how the 
human heart of Christ went out in kindliest affection 
and sympathy as occasion called. 

He further appears in this Gospel to have shown a 
particularly tmider aiid compassionate regard to 
We do not refer to the attracti\eTy interesting story 
of Anna, “ a widow of about fonv^cora and four 
yrars because, although we only read of her in this 
Gospel, she is introduced into it for the sake of sliow- 
ing, not His interest in her, but hers in Him. There 
are but three notices to which we shall advert. It is 
in this Gospel only that we find His first sermon at 
Nazareth with its reference in point : " But 1 tell you 
of a trutlj, many wid ms were in Israel in the days 
of Elias, when the heaven was shut up three years 
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and six months, when great famine was throughout 
all th(» land ; hut unto none of them was Elias sent, 
save unto Snrepta, a city of Sidon, unto a woiaati 
that vus a widow."' It is in this Gospel only that"^ 
wo find the iwablc of the unjust judge who was 
constrained hy her imporiunity to. do justice to a 
widow, because ho said within himself, Though I 
fear not God, nor ri'gard man ; yet because ihl.s ivido^u 
troubleth me, I will avenge Vjer, lest by her continual 
coming she weary me.” And again, it is in this 
Gospel only that wo meet with the widow of Nain, 
whose touching story is told in such a way as most 
truly corresponds to the of the Gosped. 

First, we ane told that the “dead man,” her sun, who 
was “carried out” to be buried, was only sou 
of )tJs onollier;" and we see at once how this was 
fitted to awaken in Christ the tiuest and tin' tenderest 
sympathy. Tln'ii waj are told tliat “she was a 
widovjf an additional circumstance which could not 
fail to affect Him most deeply in ITis human sensi- 
biliti(is. Then again, wo are told that ''when the 
Lord saw her He had co'inpassio)i on her; ” and hero 
we see how “ the e^fe affecteth the heart,” stirring up 
the fountain of benignant feeling, and making it 
overflow in the c‘xcrcise of the most effective loving- 
kindness. And then again, aftc^ the resuscitation of 
the young man, we are told of the issue in the simple 
intimation, so exquisitely picturesque, so inimitably 
expressive of the finest human tenderness — “ And He 
delivered him to his mother'" These notices, peculiar 
as they are to Luke, are most characteristic^ of him ; 
and in their way they also serve to unveil the out- 
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goiniTs ill most benevolent and blessed sympatliy of 
the hutnaii heart of Christ. 

Again, in this Gospel, the 2>oov arc shown to have 
been particularly and compassionately nolic(‘d by our 
Lord. Let the beatitudes l>e noticed in this connexion. 
In Matthew they are given i#i ^:h(‘ir deej)er and more 
s])iritual sense — “Blessed are the poor in spirit;'' 
“Blessed arc they that mown;" “ Blessc'd are they 
that hungcT and tliirst aft r riijldcottsncss ; " but lu re 
more pointedly and plainly, and in this r('s])ect also more 
truly human, as well as more truly gracious, “ Blessed 
be ye poor, for yonrs is the kingdom of God;’' 
“ Blessed are ye that hv nyer now, for ye sludl be 
filled “ Blessed are ye that wep now, llor ye shall 
laxujh" Let the injunction given at a chief Phari- 
S(‘o s table respecting fiiasts, as only to be found Ucre, 
be also noticed — “ When thou makest a feast, call 
the pooVf the maimed, the lame, the blind, and thou 
shalt be blessed ; for they cannot recomju.mse thee, 
for thou shalt be recompensed at the resurrect ioTi of 
the just.”. Let the parables for the p(H)r, as we find 
them here, be noticed too ; tluj human beiu'volence 
to be seen in them is so very graciRus. There is the 
parabh^ of the marriage-supper. The parable is also 
to be found in Matthew, but in regal form. Here it 
is purely human; tyid it gives at length— what 
Matthew omits, or puts in a most indefinite form — 
the command to gather in the poor for gu(\sts, when 
those who had been first invited refused the invitation, 
“ Go out quickly into the streets and lanes of the 
city, and bring in hither the poor, and the manned, 
and the halt, and the blind" And then there is the* 
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parable of the beggar Lazarus. The parable is to be 
foiinil ill 110 oilier Gospcil. With what interest must 
the poor regard it. Can any but be thrilled by its 
simple stoiy — “ And it ca.mc to pass that the huff/ifr 
died, and nuts carried htj the angels rnio Ahralnint's 
hosoin.'' JS^ow he is ^ontforfed” All these refer- 
ences to the poo.r are most certainly lun’e in place. It 
is from this (Jospel we chiefly learn how for our sakes 
(Jlirist Himself l>eeaino poor, — “ laid in a maiiger ” 
at His l)irth, — the satTilice of poverty offered at His 
presentation, “according to that wliich is snid in the 
law of th(‘ Lord, A pair of turtle doccs^ or hco goung 
pigeons y ” and with tlu'se and other analogous notices 
of His hirdible life as liere recorded, we cannot be 
surpris('(l^‘; to find so many notice's of His brotlnuly- 
kifidness for the poor, illustrating and exennplifying, 
nn)st expressively as they do, the fulfilment of His 
mother’s song, which is also to be found here only — 
“ H(^ hath put down the mighty from their sents, and 
exalted than of lorn degree. He hath filled Ike hungry 
with good things, and the rich He hath sent empty 
away.” 

To outcasts alsd He is seen in this Gosped to have 
inanifesled a most graciously l^encvolent regard. We 
might h(*re refer to His friendly recognition of publi- 
cans, so abhorr<id as they wer4',, on account of their 
professional character and occuj)ation, by all the Jews. 
The parable of him who stood afar of in the temple, 
and with downcast eyes smote, upon his breast, saying, 
“ Goc( be merciful to me a sinner f is in this Gospel 
only. The story of Zacchc\Sy who “ received him 
joyfully ” when He offered to become his guest, is also 
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in tliis Oospi'l only. But wc pass from those and 
other distinctively ])eculiar references to various 
notices of His tender-heartedness to those who were 
even more despised, and deservedly despisial. It is 
in this Gospel onlj^ that we lind the story of a 
vjoiuan in llai cily, v:hirh (t, slimer” witli its 

touching record of lu‘r humble penitence at Tlis fc'ct, 
and His gracious aeeeplaiice of her lov(‘ and forgive- 
ness of her sin. And it i* in this Gosjnd only that 
we find that ‘HJospel within the Gospel,’' the ])arahle 
of the prodhjal son, with its inimitable portraiture of 
his prodigacy, degradation, r(‘|)(‘ntanc.e, and welcome 
home. And, again, it is in this Gosptd only that we 
find, what has bec'ii to many dying and despairing 
sinners the most bl(jss(‘d gospel-memoir in tXe- Bible, 
the memoir of the i)enitent “ nnriryWcAo’ ” on ttic 
cross, with that humble prayin' of his, so lieart-aflect- 
ing, “Lord, remembm’ me when Thou comest into 
Thy kingdom ami that soul-thrilling answer of our 
Lord’s, so very, very gracious, “ Verily, I say unto 
thee, to-day shalt thou be with Me in paradise.” 
Those vari(jus notices, as found only in this Gospel, 
are most remarkably distinctive ; and he, must be 
very slow of apprehension who does not discern, as 
reflected in them, the tenderly gracious e.\er(‘ises of 
that human heart, of which this Gospel is so much 
the mirror. 

(4.) Once more, iti this Gospel the catholic rela- 
tions of His Immanity come out in very vnmeroiis 
references and incidents. 

Look at the table of ^His genealogy as it is here 
recorded. In Matthew it traces up Ilis ancestry in 
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the legal line to Ahmham, and tliero it stops: it is 
a strictly Jewish genealogy. Here it holds to the 
•thafural Vme ; and, to show His relation to the entire 
family of man, riiiis np to the common father of tfie 
race in Adani, the first of men : it is a purely human 
genealogy. The tii'st sh«i>ws His relation to the nation, 
the sc'CojkI His relation to the world. 

Look also at the ]>aral)les as they are here reconh'd. 
The very farm in whicli they begin is characteristic. 
Those which are recorded by Matthew, hearing as 
they do u])on the roya,l dignity of Chiist, begin, “ The 
kingdom of heaven is ’like.'' “The kingdom of 
heaviai is like unto a man which sowed good seed in 
his held.’u “The kingdom of heaven is like to a 
grain of^^mustard-seed.'^ “The kingdom of heaven is 
liW^ unto h‘aven.” “The kingdom of heavcm is like 
unto treasure hid in a held.’’ “The kingdom of 
heaven is like unto a merchantman sc'eking goodly 
pearls."’* In Luke, on the other hand, the royal 
formula is never used ; every oik) begins with a dis- 
tinctively human reference. “ And tlie Lord said, 
AVluaeunto then shall 1 liken the men of this genera- 
tion ?” “A certaui man went down from Jerusalem 
to Jericho, and fell among thieves.” “ Tlie ground 
of a certain rich man brought fortli plentifully.” 
“ A certain '^na.n had a fig-tre^ planted in his vine- 
yard.” “What man of you, having an hundted 
sheep.” “A certain had two sons.” “There 

was a certain rich 'inaiiy which had a steward.” 

• There arc but three parables in all, as given by Matthew, 
wliieli do not begin with this j)eculialL* form ; but cvefi in them there 
arc royal references both characteristic and significant. 
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TI1CIC3 was a certain rich man, which was clotlictl 
in purple and fine linen.” The difference between 
the two Gospels in this respect may he still more 
impressively recognised hy a comparison of such 
parables as happen to he contained in both. Take 
tlie parable of tlic Guspel-^u^)pcr. As given by 
Matthew, it begins, “The kingdom of .heavey is like 
unto a cn'lai'n l inf/ w'hich madc‘ a marriage fur his 
son, and sent forth his servants to call tliem that 
were bidden to the ’wedding wdi(;r('as in Luke it 
begins, entirely strippial of its royal references, “A, 
ce.vtahi oiitui made a great supper, and bade many.” 
That both expressions were used by our Lord on 
different occasions —sometimes the one, nnd some- 
times the other — is not unlikely to bo tr^e ; but 
whether or not, that which occurs in l^uke m^Tst 
aptly answers to the object of his (Jos[)cl, as charac- 
teristically the Gospel of the Son of man. 1 'he con- 
tents of the parables, as recorded by him, will also be 
found to be as thoroughly characteiistic in their 
human catholicity. Take the parables of the good 
Samaritan, of the rich man whose ground brought 
forth plentifully, of the prodigal son^ of the rich man 
and Lazarus, of the importunate widow, of the Pharisee 
and the publican, — all of them peculiar to this Gos])el, 
— and whether they \m viewed in their outward form 
or in their specific meaning, it will bo seen at a glance 
that their teaching is generically human, looking out 
on man as ipan, apart from national and sectarian con- 
nections, — ill his catholic relations to the world at large. 

And her^, to conclud'V these references, look at the 
frequency with which the Gospel notices every thing 
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which hears a gracious aspect to the Gentiles. It is 
certainly not exclusive in tliis respect. It does not 
fail to notice gracious reftTcnces to the Jews as well. 
It is quite catholic in its regards. Here are a few of 
the Jewish referen(*cs : “And many of (ke. cJtUdirn of 
Imtd shall fie turn fo^lie Lord their God/' “And 
the Lord , God shall give unto Him throne of Ills 
foiltc.r DiivhV “ Blessed llte Lord God of l^rnel, 
for He hath visited aii<l redeemed His people.'* 
“And the glory of Thy people Israel/' “And ought 
not this woman, being a danr/Idev of Ahrahom, 
wlioni Satan liath bound, lo, these eighteen years, be 
loos(‘d from this bond on tlic Sabbath-day?" “This 
day is sahation come to this liouse, forsomuch as he 
also is .son of Almdann/' “0 Jeramleiu, Jevu- 
which killcst tlie [wophets, and stonest them 
that are sent unto thee ; how often wouhl I have 
gathenMl thy cliildren, as a hen doth gather her brood 
under her wings, and ye would not." “ If iJioii liadst 
known, even thon^ at least in this thy day, the tilings 
which belong unto thy peace." But the references 
to tlie Gentiles an^ much more numerous; and they 
are also most e.'^pressive. Here is the song of 
Zacharias, in which he welcomes the rise of “the 
day-spring," “ /o ylre llyht to them that sit hi dark- 
oiess and hi flte shadoin of Kleath/' Here is the 
annunciation to the shepherds of the birth of Christ, 
“ Behold, I bring you good tidings of groat joy, which 
shall be to all 'peA>ple/'^ Hctc “just .and devout 

I 

* Tiiia, it is true, may bo rendciYk “To all the peojde;” but 
still, cNX'ji if it shoiilcl not be considered as loferriiig A’nmediately to 
the Gentiles, the expression is eharacteriatieally huniaii. 
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Simeon ” speaks of the salvation of God in Olnist as 
^‘prepared before the face of all people, a LUjhi 1o 
liljhfen ihe Gentiles'' Here, in cpiotii»g from Isaiah 
the prediction regarding Jolm the Baptist as “ tlie 
voice of one crying in the wilderness,” — while Matthew 
and Mark stop shoft with tluMVords, Prepare ye the 
way of the Lord, make Ili^^ paths straight,” — Luke 
com})letes the (|Uota,tton, as looking out most benig- 
nantly on the Gentile wajrld, “ Every valley shall be 
filled, and every mountain and hill shall be brought 
low, and the crooked shall he nuade straight, and the 
rough ways shall be made smooth ; and all flesh shall 
see the salvation of God.” Here we have the dis- 
course in the synagogue at Nazareth, in wvhich our 
Lord so much provoked His townsmen by quitting the 
proverb, No proi)het is accepted in his owui country,’* 
and reminding tliem in proof how, as typically pre- 
dictive of His own case, the prophets Elias and 
Eliscus were sent on different occasions to bless 
Gentiles in prefeiencc to Jews: “But I tell you of a 
truth, many widow^s were in Israel in the days of 
Elias, when the heaven was shut up three years and 
six months, when great famine 'W\as throughout all 
the land ; but itnlo none of them vy(,s Klias snif, save 
nnfo ISarepia, a city of ilitloii, unto a woman that 
was a widow. And flinany lepers were in Isiael in 
the time of Eliseus, and none of tluun w;is cl(‘.‘nis('d 
saving Naa^nian the 8yri(tn." ILto we have His 
rebuke of Janies and John when they pi*opos(‘d to 
consume with fire from heaven the village of the 
Samaritans^ in which >Ie was not received, because 
His face was as though He should go to Jerusalem, 
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Yc know not wliat niunnor of spirit yc arc of. For 
tlio Son of man is not como to destroy men’s lives” 

• — how truly catliulic TIis grace — not come to destroy 
mens lives, but to save them.” Hero we read of 
“the times of the Gentiles” — that is, the times 
appointed for the full ihbringing of -the Gentiles along 
with the Jews into the Chuieli of Christ : “And they 
shall fall by tlui edge of the sword, and shall be led 
aAvay captive into all nations ; and J(‘rusalem shall 
be trodden down of the Gejitiles, until the times of 
the Gentiles he faljilled/* Here, in a word, we read 
of Jews and Gentiles being both addressed by the 
Gospel In the message of its mercy : “ And that 
repentance and remission of sins should be preached 
in His name, amoQu/ all nations, heginniny at Jem- 
salemy All these references to the Gentiles, as they 
are to be found only in this Gospel, are at once s(i(m 
to be in their proper place, when wo remember that 
Luke was U Gentile, and that he wrote his Gosjjel to 
a Gentile, and that his object was to exhibit Christ as 
the Son of man in His broad relations to the family 
of man, or as the kinsman-liedeemer, not of the Jews 
only, but of the Gentiles also. 

And now, to wind up the examination of this 
Gospel, let us seek to make a practical use of the 
view of Christ as seen to be presented by it. It is 
not enough that we are able to trace the specific 
features of His character and life as they arc here 
exhibited. We must receive into our heart and home 
the glorious One who is thus Kovealed ; an<^l we must 
look at Him, and look at Him again and again, until, 
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by the contemplation, we are transformed into His 
very likeness, until we all, with open face beholding’ 
as in a glass the glory of the Lord, are changed into 
•the same image, from glory to glory, even as by the 
Spirit of the Lord.” The Gospel has not been written 
to please our sense* of beauty,* or our emotions of taste 
and tender feeling ; the object it has in view is our 
salvation, — our deliverance from sin, — our conformity 
to Christ, — our preparation for heaven. 

In the study of it, as we have it here, let us therefore 
remember that its exhibition of Him, as the Son of man, 
is designed to show us what ^ve should be as men , — iliat 
as Tie was, so should we he in the world. Let children 
look at Him, — the Child subject to His parents, and 
attending with them on the ordinances of Gf>d, — and 
learn a lesson of youthful piety and filial duty. Let 
men look at Him when on His knees, — at His baptism, 
— in choosing His apostles, — on the mountain apart, — 
in all circumstances, and on all occasions, — ^and learn 
that men ought always to pray, and not to faint.” 
Let all look at Him in the exercise of His human 
sympathy and compassion, and learn to be kind one to 
another, tender-hearted, pitiful, compassionate, merciful, 
— look at Him as the Saviour born unto ‘‘ all people,” 
“ a Light to lighten the Gentiles, and the glory of 
His people Israel ; ” afid learn to send the Gospel to 
both Jews and Gentiles, so that they and we may share 
alike in the common salvation ” bestowed by Him. 

In fine, let us “come unto God by Him,” “the 
Man Christ Jesus,” the one only Mediator. lA3t us 
hear Him in answci to the prayer of the ancient 
Church, “ O that Thou wert as my brother, that 
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sucked the breasts of niy mother/’ — ‘"Behold, I am 
according to thy wish ; I also am formed out of the 
clay : behold My terror shall not make thee afraid, 
neitlicr shall My hand be heavy upon tliee /’ and as 
we belie vingly .contemplate Him in this character, wo 
shall find that He grows upon us, and that we our- 
selves grew in the contemplation of Him ; insomuch 
that, — while, as here seen/n Luke to bo the Son of 
man, He may be tndy said to liavo become like us, 
— wo at length may also be said to become like Him, 
as next He is seen in John to be the Son of God, 
warranting us then to say in the lively hope of the 
most jubilant expectation, “ Behold, what manner of 
love the Father hath bestowed upon us, that we should 
be callfd' the sons of God ; therefore the world 
knbwoth us not, because it knew Him not. Beloved, 
now are we the sons of God ; and it doth not yet 
appear what we shall be ; but we know that, when 
He shall appear, we shall be like Him ; for we shall 
see Him as He is. And every 7nan that hath this 
hope, in Him purifieth himself, even as He is jjure/’ 
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Like the first of the Gospels, the last was written by 
ail apostle. All the Gospels are the product of one 
and the same inspiration — the inspinition of the Holy 
Ghost. We receive them as alike of Divine authority. 
At the same time the aposiolical Gospels haTO special 
claims on our attention. They were written by 
cye-witiuisscs, and in this respect their testimony is 
particularly valuable and welcome. 

On this account we turn with special interest to 
an examination of the Gospel according to John. Wc 
not unreasonably expect to be well rCAvarded by the 
examination of it. 


I. THE EVANGELIST. 

Perhaps he is as wc#l known to the Christian Church 
as any of the apostles. Even the Apostle Paul can- 
not be said to be better known. Hence in our notices 
we need not condescend to minute details. We shall 
confine ourselves to but a sketch of his history and 
character. 

1. Ills hiatory may be summed up in a few brief 
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sentences. He appears to have been born of respect- 
able parentage in Bethsaida of Galilee. 

We know nothing of his father, who was named 
Zebedee, except that ho was a fisherman in apparently 
good circumstances ; at least he was proprietor of the 
boat in which he carried *on his avocation, and he had 
a number ^f hircxl servants, or assistants in his employ- 
ment. 

Salome, the wife of Zebedee, appears to better 
advantage in the Gospel history. Slie is mentioned, 
along with other women of good standing in society, 
as having ministered to Jesus of her wealth or sub- 
stance ; and to her honour it is further related that 
she followcftl Him to the cross, and that she also 
accompanicil the Marys on the morning of the resur- 
rection with sweet spices and ointments, which she 
and they had bought to anoint His body in the 
sepulchre. Doubtless she was a singularly godly 
woman ; and, as a wife and mother, an eminent bless- 
ing to her household. 

John, the second of her sons, was at first one of the 
disciples of John the Baptist ; but, true to his office 
and functions as but the forerunner of the Messiah, 
that prophet-preacher directed him to “ the Lamb of 
God, which taketh away the sin of the world and 
he then became a follower of tlie Lamb, to whom, in 
some way or other, probably by his natural disposition 
and the warmth of his attachment, he made himself 
so dear that he is commonly known as “ the beloved 
disciple,’’ or “the disciple whom Jesus loved.” At 
the institution of the Lord’s Supper, he “ "vyas leaning 
on Jesus’ bosom that is, he was honoured with the 
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place next to Jesus, and on several other occasions he 
was also admitted by Him, along with his brother 
James and the Apostle Peter, into special confidence 
ind fellowship ; — they were the chosen witnesses of 
the raising of the daughter of Jairus, of the trans- 
figuration, and of*tlie agony in Gethsemane. Like 
the rest of the disciples, he gave way. to faint-hearted- 
ness on occasion of the apprehension of his Master ; 
but, with Peter, he soon rallied, and we find him true 
thereafter, — present at the trial in the palace of the 
high priest, to whom he seems to have been personally 
known ; and again at the crucifixion, where, as he 
stood with Mary, the mother of Jesus, beside the cross, 
Jesus commended her to his care, and we arc told 
that he took her unto his own home.^' Hii acquaint- 
anceship with the high priest, and his having a l^ouse 
of his own, may be here noticed in evidence of his 
occupying a good social position, probably better than 
his fellow-disciples. 

After the resurrection and ascension of our Lord, he 
appears to have been associated for some time with 
the Apostle Peter in evangelistic labours ; but, while 
many of Peter’s words and scrn.ons have been pre- 
served, not one sermon, not one word, of his remains. 
Except as he is found in company with Peter, we have 
no Scriptural record i>f his discourses or of his labours 
anywhere. 

Tradition endeavours to make up in some measure 
for this silence of ’ the Scripture. We learn from it 
that during the persecution of the Emperor Domitian, 
he was banished to tl c island of Patmos, where he 
wrote the Apocalypse, as is stated in the beginning of 
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tlio Apocalypso itself. It further relates tliat lie ulti- 
mately hceaine a bisliop of the (vlmrcli of Kpliesiis, 
and died there in extreme old age. Various intta’est- 
ing incidents in his history, some of them evident^ 
authentic, and others sonn^what doubtful, are also 
presta ved by it, but we rannot ddail them liei’e ; they 
will b(^ found in .the ordinary ecch‘siastical histories of 
the early ages. 

2. IJl^ cliaradev may be* thought worthy of a pass- 
ing ref(‘rcnce. The ideal generally formed of him is 
that he was a soft, tender, almost fcaniniiK'ly affec- 
tionate spirit. The painters have plainly liad to do 
with this impression of him, which is not ([uitc sus- 
tained by the view to be obtained of his character 
from Scrijl^kire. 

IJiero arc two incidents in his earlier history, as 
found in the Ckispels, which arc not very honourable 
to him. Tdie one is the reipiest prderred to Christ 
by him and his brother, or by his mother in their 
name, for a princely pn'-eminence in the Gosjiel-king- 
dorn ; and the other is the recpiest, again preferred by 
him and his brother, for permission to bring down tire 
from heaven in o\der to consume a village of the 
Samaritans, which refusc<l a shelter on one occasion to 
their Master. Unquestionably there is abundant 
evidence to show that, notwiths?t;inding these indica- 
tions of the natural spirit, he was a most loving-lR‘artod 
man. It is impossible to read his writings without 
discovering evidences of a profound intensity of affec- 
tion \^hich well entitles him to be regarded as the 
Apostle of love. Very probably this was Qiie of the 
things which so much endeared him to his Master. 
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But tlic ftH‘bleiicss or ofibminucy too frociiieiitly 
ascribod to liiiu lias no fSmidatioii in fact, at least in 
Scripture. We dnd liiin and bis brother Janies siir- 
•K'amed by our Lord, Boanerges, “sons of thunder;’' 
laid if there Ava-s any correspondence between tlioni 
ard th(3 nanio, we cannot associate tin* id(‘a of feeble- 
ness or softness Avith them. We also find in his 
Gospel and in his Episth.‘s ''the (wiileiices ftf a scivere 
moral earnest^ness Avhiodi .re uttcudy inconsistent Avitli 
an/ thing of tlui kind. It is ho who records these 
solunn Avords concerning the unbeliiwei', ‘‘ The Avratli 
of God abideth on liim.” It is he also Avlio records 
tluse other V(‘ry fearful Avords concerning Judas, “ One 
of you is a devil.”- None of them is lost but. the 
SOI of perdition.” And in liis Epistles, so vodolent of 
loAe, he likcAvise speaks most vehemently and c^ier- 
gotically against heretics and seduccu's, “Who is a liar, 
bu: he that denieth that Jesus is the Christ ?” Tie 
is Antichrist, that denieth the Father and the Son.” 
“ ]f there come any unto you, and bring not this 
doctrim*, receive him not into your liouse, neither bid 
hill God speed ; for he that biddiith him God speed is 
paidakcr of his evil deeds.” It #nay be added that 
tlic traditionary incidents of liis apostolical life, Avliich 
hi.vc been handed down from the earliest ages, arc 
quite in keeping Avith Avhat may be gathered of liis 
ckaracter from these and other references. 

Altogether it would appear that, while il would be 
too much to affirm, Avitli some, that he was a vehe- 
ment and passionate, he was nevertheless a vigorous 
and energetic character, full of affection, but aS full of 
mental ahd moral power, transformed by the grace of 
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God into a model of Christian loveliness, yet not the 
Jess, but all the more, a model of Christian manliness 
as well. From the grandeur of his conceptions in 
respect of God — of the Divine being, character, ary^ 
ways — ho is commonly called John the divine ; aul 
as such he was certainly in no sen^se a weakling — le 
was as masculine in intellect as he was affectionate in 
heart. 


II. THE GOSPEL. 

It is hardly necessary to say that this is, perhxps 
witli most, the favourite Gospel. 

One has called it “ The heart of Christ.” Anotier 

% 

has sai(J of it, * ** The hand of an angel has written 
it.”t A modern writer has said of it, almost as 3ri- 
thusiastically, Our fourth Gospel stands out fioni 
among the other three j)re-eminent, as the Sabbatl, or 
feast-day in Israel among the days of tlie week, as the 
office of the priesthood among the functions of ;hc 
Levites, or like the gleaning of the grapes of Ephraim, 
which was better than the vintage of Ahiezer/'’^ 

Let us turn from, these and other testimonies to 
examine the Gospel for ourselves. We shall require 
to touch but briefly on the various points in it, — 
there are so many, — which present themselves for cur 
consideration. 

1. It is generally believed that EphesuSy where John 
is said to have lived and laboured in his latter daySy 

* Ern^ti and Herder, quoted by Tholuck in his Commentary on 
the Gospel of John, p. 21. 

‘ t “The Four Witnesses,” by Da Costa, p. 275. 
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was the place of its publicafion. Several of the 
fathers bear testimony to this effect, and there is no 
reason to doubt their testimony. From the Gosj^el 
li^gelf, wo can easily gather that it must have been 
written at a distance from Judea. Two facts may 
be noticed here bi proof: first, that the Evangelist 
uniformly names the Jewish people “ the Jews,'* a 
designation very seldom used by the other evangelists, 
who commonly call them ‘ the people,*’ or “ the mul- 
titude ;** and secondly, that, when he has occasion to 
refer to customs or circumstances peculiar to Judea or 
the Jews, he generally explains them ; as in the account 
of the marriage in Cana of Galilee, where he says, 
‘‘There were set there six water-pots of .stone, dfter 
the manner of the purifying of the Jeivs^ vjontaining 
two or three firkins a-piecc and again, in the acejiunt 
of the interview between our Lord and the woman of 
Samaria, where he parenthetically interjects such 
pieces of information as. When Jesus “left Judea, 
and departed again into Galilee,” “//e must needs go 
through Samaria “ The Jews have no dealings with 
the Samaritans'' These and many similar explana- 
tions plainly show that the Gospel must have been 
published in some other country than Judea, for there 
they were not required ; and we may therefore admit 
the traditionary referqpce of its publication to Ephesus. 

2. Again, it is commonly believed to have- been 
written at a date posterior to the destruction of Jeru- 
salem ; and by some of those who are given to the 
investigation of such subjects, it is even said to have 
been the latest of the New Testament writings. 

The specification of Jewish localities in the pasf 
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tunso, as if llu‘y wore no longer extant, may be tlins 
accounted for; ‘‘ Bt‘thany vjas nigli unto Jerusalem 
“Ho ^vent forth with His disci over the brook 
(k'dron, where tv(fs a garden;'’ Now in the plaQO 
wliero He was criicined theie was a garde ‘ii.” Tt is 

true that tlie pool of .Hethesda is spoken of in the 
present tense, Now there Is at Jerusalem by the sheep- 
market, a pool, whicli is called in the Hebrew tongue 
13(‘th(‘sda but there is historical evidence to prove 
that tills pool remained long after the desti’uction of 
Jc'rusalem, so that the (‘XC( optional cliaracter of the 
reference to it seems intentional, and may be takmi to 
be Confirmatory of the fact that it still remained while 
othiu' localities Inul been swept away by the ravages of 
war.* . o 

(Xher peculiarities may be similarly accounted for. 
For example, it is only in this Oospel that Peter is 
namc'd in the incidents of Geths(‘ma.ne as the disciple 
who smote the high priest’s servant with the sword, 
and that Malchus is said to bo the name of that servant. 
The action was criminal, and, so long as the mention 
of names in connc'xion with it would have exposed any 
one to danger, they ^ were prudently suppressed. That 
they occur here would seem to intimate that the record 
was not likely to endanger Peter in any way ; if he was 
not dead, there was at h\ast no risk of his undergoing 
a criminal prosecution in Jeriisafcm. Again, it is only 
in this Gospel that the resurrection of Lazarus is re- 
corded. At first it se(‘ms difficult to account for the 
omission of so extraordinary a miracle from the other 
Gos 2 )(ns ; but when wc are tol^l that the chief priests 

* Vide TreiFrcy on tlie Eternal Soiisliip, p. 212. 
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(;()nsnltr‘l tliat tlioy miglit put Lnznms aswoll as Josiis 
to (loath, wo soo at onco how th(‘ public roc^onl of it. 
would havo cjxasporatod tliein still more against Ijiin ; 

how, from a. n^gard to liis sah'ty, and that of his 
sisters, it was h^ft to niorcdy oral publication till the 
power of the priesthood was at» an end, and Jerusalem 
destroyed. Once more, there is no inention in this 
Gospel of our Lord’s piodictions respecting t*lie dc'sl ruc- 
tion of derusalein and tin dispe^rsion of the Jinvs, and 
it appears reasonable to cimclude that this was owing 
to their having already been fulfilled. 

After all, the main ij)teT(\st connec.ted willi the date 
of publication is the valu(‘ imi)artod by the, latcuioss 
of it to the (jospel. As the last of tho U^spids, ‘and 
although not last in ordcT of the bo(->l<s pf the New 
Testanuait, as one of tluj last of them, if not tin; last 
of them, in point of date, what a claim has its repre- 
seiitation of the Saviour on our regard ; and Avith 
what importance is its testimony invest cul when, in its 
substance, it addresses us for God in what may be 
thus regarded iis the farewell words of inspiration, 
“ This is My beloved Son, hear ye Him.” 

3. It is very generally believedM lumi been lurUien 
for Christians as such. On this account it evidently 
occupies its appropriate position as the last in order 
of the Gospels. The, Gosptd according to Matthew 
was written for Christian Jews ; tln^ (Jospel accord- 
ing to Mark for Christian pros(dytes ; the Gospel 
according to Luke for Christian Gentiles ; but when 
Jerusalem was destroyed, and the Jewish nationality 
broken up by the dispersion, these, along Avith other 
peculiar distinctions, were soon lost in the oneness of 
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the catholic Cliristian brotherhood ; and hence this 
Gospel, — the Gospel according to John, — was written 
for Christians in their catholic relations, and is there- 
fore distinguished by (juite a different kind of char^!;-, 
teristics from the former ; by characteristics which 
arc certainly not Jewish, or Gentile, or transitional, 
but, if we may so put it,, positively Christian, purely 
Christian. 

4. It will be universally acknowledged that the 
characteristics of this Gospel are in general somewhat 
prominent We may proceed to notice a few of the 
most inviting as well as most outstanding. 

1. There is no mention made in the Gospel of the 
author s name. In this respect his modesty is strik- 
ingly ap}»arent. The same modesty is, no doubt, 
obs6^ vablo in the other evangelists, who are similarly 
distinguished for their self-oblivionsness ; only here, 
although perhaps not so mucli thouglit of — for every 
reader has been taught to recognise the writer througli 
the veil of his concealment — it is more carefully, and, 
as it were, more studiously sustained. For example, 
while the twelve are freely enough spoken of as such, 
the list of their mimes is never given, so that in this 
way he completely escapes the necessity of naming 
himself in connexion with them. Then when occa- 
sions occur in which he has to, speak of himself, he 
docs it in the well-known general and indefinite ex- 
pressions, “ One of the two,” “ That other disciple,” 
The disciple whom Jesus loved.” In the same way 
he neyer, like the other evangelists, distinguishes his 
former master as the Baptist^; he simply calls him 
John, as if, in his idea, there was not another of the 
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same name that dcsorved to be known or distinguished 
from him. 

Nor can this be ascribed to indifference respecting 
ti‘.^ identification of particular persons, for he is most 
specific in this respect : Simon Peter is distinguished 
by him from SimoJi Zelotcs ; Thomas always receives 
from him his surname Didymus ; aipl he never has 
occasion to mention any of the two Judases, but he is 
most careful to specify which of them he means. 
Hence it is quite impossible to refer liis self-conceal- 
ment to any thing but that modest reserve by which, 
in fact, all tlie Scriptural writers are .more or less dis- 
tinguished, and for which they are so much and so 
justly celebrated. He was a genuine disoiple of that 
Master who was meek and lowly in lieart, atu^ in whom 
tliat old prediction was, in its truest sense, most faith- 
fully fulfilled — He shall not strive, nor cry, nor cause 
His voice to be heard in the streets.*' 

2. There are various remarkable peculiarities in 
the language of this Gof^pel. The narrative-expression,* 
And it came to pass,” so common in the other 
Gospels, never once occurs in it ; but others are 
employed, some of them quite nev/*aiid many of them 
in a sense which is both peculiar and profound. Of 
new expressions — expressions which occur nowhere 
else — we may specify^ the ‘‘ Only-begotten,” as applied 
to Christ, and the Comforter,” as applied to the 
Holy Spirit. The expression, ‘‘ Lifted up,” as applied 
to the crucifixion of Christ — “ The Son of man must 
be lifted up ” — And I, if I be lifted up ''—is also 
peculiar to this Gospe^ , no other Bible writer uses it. 
Of other expressions which, if not quite peculiar to 
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this Gospel, arc certainly employeil in it with singular 
^reniiiuicy or with peculiar sigiiiticaiico, we may specify 
Tlic Word,'’ ''the Life,” “the Light,” ‘‘the Lamb,” 
“ the glory,” ‘‘ grace and truth,” “ coining to Go^;” 
and '' going to God,” drawn by the Father,” and 
given by the Father.’* 

How tlie Evangelist should have been led to employ 
thescj and many other expressive words and phrases 
is a matter of interesting impiiry, but this is not the 
place to enter on it. It is not likely that lie coined 
them for himself. It is more than likely that they 
were current in the theological diction of his day, and 
tluit they came originally from the Scriptures of the 
Old’ TestauK'nt. Be thivS as it may, it is enough to 
have thu^ c mentioned them. ^J’he simple reference 
mayt obtain for them a greater interest, a more marked 
attention. 

3. TIlcvg is in this Gospel a constant intermix gling 
of refieciive co'niraenfary with the narrative. In 
this respect it differs considerably from the other 
Gospels. Matthew, Mark, and Luke arc mere his- 
torians ; they put on reconl the various acts, and 
incidents, and disc6urscs which make up their narra- 
tives, without adding any reflections of their own ; 
whereas John, in a way which docs not infringe, 
however, upon the purely objective nature of his 
narration, is ever looking into it and thinking over it; 
and we have the historical record and the expository 
reflection so much interwoven with one another, that 
it is sometimes difficult to separate them by any line 
of demarcation. i 

The double ‘‘ Verily,” which must be quite familiar 
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as so oftoii occur! rig in it, is here in point. It does 
not appear from the other Gospels that our Lord was 
in th(i way of repeating the Verily of His aflirmations 
ah^John repeats it. The second of John’s Verilies 
is accordingly believed hy some to be his own, — the 
ri'sponse of his faitfli to the fhilhfulness of his Lord, like 
tin; instantaneous' echo by the rocks of, a peal of 
tlwinder. 

We iTjn’ ^grther instance the following passages as 
illustr/^e ’^•the way in which, as tlie coiiimeiitator. 
he cojit.4t,g.^ inserts remarks of his own in the record. 
When, as the historian, hi) reports the words of Ji‘sus, 

“ Destroy this temple, and in three days T will raise 
it up;” as the commentator, ho adds, “ Lfit Tie spake 
of the temple of His body : when therefc^e He was 
risim from the dead. His disciples rcunembenHl that 
He had said this unto them ; and they bi^lieved the 
Scripture, atid the word which Jesus had said.” 
Again, when, as tlie histoi'ian, he records the words 
of Jesus to Nicodemu.s, '‘And as Moses lifted up tlie 
serpent in the wilderness, even so must the Son of 
man be lifted up, that whosoever believeth in Him 
should not perish, but have evi rlasting life as the 
commentator, he immediately follows them with that 
magnificent exposition, “ For God so loved the world 
that He gave His «nly-begotton Son, that whosoever 
believeth in Him should not perish, but have’ ever- 
lasting life : — for God sent not His Son into the 
world to condemn the world, but that the world 
through Him might bo saved.” Then agaiiij when, 
as the historian, ho i ‘Cords the words of Jesus in the 
temple on the last day of the feast of tabernacles, “ If 
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any man tliirst, let him come unto Me and drink*/* 
as tlic commentator lie at once adds, in most satisfac- 
tory exposition, ‘‘ But this spake He of the Spirit, 
which they that believe on Him should receive; f.r 
tlie Holy Ghost was not yet given ; because that Jesus 
was not yet glorified.” In the same way, when he 
reports the singular speech of Caiaphas, Ye know 
nothing at all, nor consider that it is expedient for us 
that one man should die for the people, and that the 
whole nation perish not ; ” he again appends the com- 
mentary, ‘'And this spake he not of himself; but 
being high priest that year, he prophesied that Jesus 
should (be for that nation ; and not for that nation 
only, but that also He should gather together in one 
the childrra" of God that were scattered abroad.” 

It. must not be supposed that this system of com- 
mentary is carried on to such an extent as in any way 
to overlay or damage the properly historical character 
of the Gospel. The truth is, that in some respects it 
is the most historical of the Gospels. Its record of 
incidents and events is singularly exact, and the 
minuteness of its details is marvellously complete. It 
is so particular in‘ its dates, that the calculations of 
chronologists respecting the period of our Lord's 
ministry are all made up from it. From none of the 
other Gospels could it be ascertained that that ministry 
extended over three full years, or about three years 
and a half. It is, in short, as historically real as any 
of the Gospels. The artless simplicity, the unconscious 
delicacy, of its particularisations is every way as 
striking ; and we must not aPow the accuracy of its 
Narrative — it is plainly that of a most attentive eye- 
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witness — to be challenged, or in any way called in ^ 
question. At the same time, it is quite proper that 
we should notice the outcome of its author’s peculiar 
’suit) activity in the ever-recurring commentary of ex- 
position and reflection which s(^ much distinguishes it 
from the other (lospeb, and which has not infretjuently 
led cursory readers and shallow tliink’ers to represent 
it as incapable of rc(X)n' iliatioii with them. Let 
this, together with its otlua* characteristics, bo pro- 
perly regarded in the examination of it, and the 
apparent discrepancy between its representations 
and those of the other Gospels, of which so much 
has been attempted to be made, will be found - to 
disappear. 

(4.) There is unqiiestionahly a special object to 
he served by this Gospel, which accounts for the 
2 )eculmr form and substance of its representations. 

Every author has a purpose in view when he sets 
himself to write, whether on one topic or another ; 
and the discovery of that purpose must shed a flood 
of light on his production, must serve as a key to open 
up his meaning in every part of it, in every page and 
sentence of it. Accordingly it is a matter of con- 
siderable importance to discover the particular object 
of John in the publication of this Gospel, and we may 
be prepared to learn tfiat it has been most thoroughly 
investigated. 

[1.] By some it is supposed to have been polemical. 
They allege that the Evangelist meant to combat 
various heresies respecting the person of Christ which 
had been broached ana adopted, even then, by not a 
few in the fellowship of the Church. 

I 



130 


THE GOSPEL ACCORDING TO JOHN. 


Nor can it be doubted that in not a few expressions 
and references he does, incidentally at least, take 
notice of erroneous opinions which appear to have 
already obtained considerable currency. It is natural 
to every author to evince regard to the ideas and 
other characteristics of his age. Christianity also 
comes of necessity iido antagonism with error ; and 
hence there is not an error which has ever been 
advanced, but it might seem as if the writers of 
Scripture had been specially directed to write in 
anticipation against it. 

At the same time, there is not sufficient evidence 
to prove that the Evangelist had any particular con- 
troversiaV design in view ; much less that he had any 
thing of the kind as his main object. Certainly, if 
such had been his obj(*ct, we may learn from him, as 
one has said — and the observation is just, indepen- 
dent of the basis on which it is made to rest — “ The 
purest, noblest form of polemics, from the Christian 
stand-point, is that which contends against its opposite 
rather by means of the power of the truth unveiling 
itself in its beauty than by positive assault ; because 
positive assault generally calls forth and embitters 
what is sinful in man, while tlie more disclosure of the 
truth makes common cause with what is noble in the 
hearts of adversaries themselves, and so enlists them 
among its friends and defenders,''* 

[2.J By other expositors it is held that the main 
object of the Evangelist is supplemental. They re- 
present him as meaning to do no more than fill up or 
supply the omissions of the other Gospels, which are 
♦ Olshausen on tlie Gospels, iii. 178. 
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warrantably enough believed to have been already in. 
general circulation. 

And certain it is that he passes over in silence very 
much of what is recorded in the other Cospels. He 
records none of thti leading events which are detailed 
by the other evangelists till he comes, with them, to 
the history of the Passion. ‘The genealogy' of Christ, 
with all the nunarkable circumstances attendant on 
His birth, and on that of His harbinger, is passed 
over without the slightest notice. The angelic visits 
to Zacharias, and Mary, and Joseph, the immaculate 
conception, the birth and circumcision of the Holy 
Cliild, the announcement of the nativity to the 
shepherds of Bethlehem, with the appearance and tlie 
song of the heavenly host, the epiphany of the iftar 
in the cast, and the Journey of the wise men in quest 
of the new-born King, the massacre of the inno- 
cents, the escape of the holy family to Egypt, and 
other equally interesting and important incidents of 
the early life of Christ which are recorded in the 
other Gospels, arc not so much as even once referred 
to in any part of this. The sanic silence is also 
evinced in respect of the baptism of Christ, the tempt- 
ation in the wilderness, the transfiguration on Tabor, 
the most of the miracles, all of the parables, the 
institution of the Supper, the agony in Gethsemane, 
the original designation together with the final com- 
mission of the apostles, and — what is still more 
remarkable, considering that John begins, as no other 
evangelist does, with an account of the pre-existence 
of Christ — the triumphal ascension into heaven, with 
which Mark and Luke conclude their respective 
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Gospels, and to which Matthew, although not expressly 
relating it, very distinctly refers. 

On the othcir hand, the additional information 
communicated by John is most extensive. It is duly 
in this Gosjxil that we read of Nicodemus and the 
woman of Samaria, with the interesting discourse's and 
incidents connected with the introduction of these 
persons into its history. '*11 is only in this Gospel 
that wo are told of the turning of the water into wine 
on occasion of tlie marriage in Cana of Galilee, of the 
healing of the noblemaifs son in Capernaum, of the 
cure performed on the impotent man who had lain at 
the pool of Eethesda for thirty and eight years, of the 
bestowal' pf sight on the man who had been blind 
fro^(i his birth, and of the raising of Lazarus, the 
brother of Martha and Mary, from the dead. In 
short, it is only in this Gospel that we have an ac- 
count of the first meeting of Andrew, Simon Peter, 
Philip, Nathanael, and John himself with our Lord ; 
of the officers who, when sent to apprehend Him, re- 
turned without Him, saying, ** Never man spake like 
this Man ; ” of the woman taken in adultery, whom 
they brought to Him to know what should be done 
to her, that they might have to accuse Him; of the 
washing of the disciples’ feet on the evening of the 
last- passover ; of His fareweir discourse on the same 
evening, with the remarkable prayer which He then 
offered for them and for all who should believe on 
Him to the end of time ; of His dying commendation 
of His virgin-mother to the care of John; of His 
repeated meetings on the first day of the week with 
the discij)les after He was risen from the dead ; of 
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the absence of Thomas from the first of tlicsc mcet- 
with his pertinacious unbelief, and its complete 
removal at the next of them ; of the meeting with 
the disciples at the lake of Tib(.‘rias, and the 
miraculous draught of fishes then taken under His 
direction ; of the subsequent repast, with the thrice 
repeated interrogation to Peter, ‘‘ Lovest thou Me ? ” 
of the prediction of the manner in which that apostle 
should glorify Cod in dyii g, and also of the obscure 
intimation respecting the prolongation of Johns life, 
which his brethren unwarrantably construed into an 
assurance of absolute exemption from death, of out- 
standing longevity till the coming of the Lord. 

After all, there seems good reason to dispute the * 
correctness of the view as to the mc'rely su|:plemcntal 
character of the Gospel. If it were but a supple- 
ment, an appendix, it would exhibit the form of a 
fragmentary writing or a miscellany, wher(‘as it is as 
uniform in its character, and presents as complete and 
harmonious a whole of its kind, as any of the other 
Gospels. Nor does the design of supplementing the 
other Gospels appear to have formed even a definite 
scjcondary object with the Evangeli^^t. Had such an 
intention formed any part of his plan, we can hardly 
think that there would have been, as there is, an entire 
absence of express allusion to the other evangelists; 
nor can we think fliat he would have pernr^itted 
himself to write, as he has written on several points, 
particularly in his account of the resurrection, in such 
a manner as to occasion considerable perplexity in 
reconciling his account with theirs. These things, in 
connexion Vith the fact that he occasionally, although. 
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not often, relates the same things which are related 
jn the others, seem to disprove the idea that ho had 
it in view to fill up or supplement their deficiencies. 
Doubtless he all along proceeds on the assumption 
that his readers were fully acquainted with otfjer 
existing and equally authentic accounts of the life of 
Christ. Many of his references presupj^ose both their 
existence a'nd their authority ; but if the idea of filling 
them up was at all in his mind, it must have occupied 
a very subordinate place as a specific object with him, 
so subordinate as never once to interrupt the continu- 
ous thread of his narrative, or in the slightest degree 
to interfere with his main design. 

[3.] Accordingly, we have yet to ascertain the object 
of the Ev.iygeHst in this Gospel; and we think he has 
furbished abundant data from which it may be very 
satisfactorily ascer tai tied. 

In one passage he says expressly, These things 
are written that yo might b<3liove that Jesus is the 
Christ, the Son of God ; and that believing, ye might 
have life through His name." 

Then his prologue, or preface, which embraces the 
first eighteen verses, of the first chapter, will be found 
on examination to contain the plan, the epitome, the 
quintessence, so to speak, of the whole Gosi^el : the 
Gospel is, in fact, from first to last, the continuous 
development or unfolding of those eighteen verses. 

From these two sources of information, we conclude 
that, whatever subsidiary purposes may be served by 
this Gospel, the main object of it is to bring out the 
profound spiritual veHties relating to the Divine 
^>erson and mission of Jesus Christ as 'cite Son of 
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Ood and the MessiahSaviour of the worlds in their 
connexion %vith the reception which lie obtained 
from nien^ and the consequences of that recejdion. 
Viewed in this light, we find no difficulty in making 
’it dut to be an entire and harmonious whole ; we see 
at once how there should be inuch less of historical 
detail, and much more of lofty revelation in it, as 
compared with the other G<5spels. We also perceive 
the utmost propriety in 'ts very omissions, and its 
manifold and interesting additions. In short, we per- 
fectly understand how the Evangelist should soar 
away in it, as if borne upon “eagles* wings** into 
“heavenly places;** and, even when he speaks of 
Christas in the world, should exhibit Him as “not * 
of tliis world,** should remind us that He is “the Son 
of man whicli is in heaven,** at the very fime ihat 
Tie is “ the Son of man that came down from heaven;** 
should bi’ing us to that part of the river of God, where 
the waters arc not to “the ankles,** or “the knees,** or 
“ the loins,** but wliere they are risen far above ankles, 
knees, and loins ; where they arc “ waters to swim in, 
a river that cannot be passed over.*** 

First, take the prologue, and^ gast but a single 
glance over the Gospel in connexion with it. It ex- 
hibits our Lord ; not as in Matthew, the Son of David; 
not as in Mark, the Servant of God ; not as in Luke, 

* The well-knowii words of Augustine iu this connection may here 
be quoted In the four Gospels, or rather in the four books of the 
ono Gospel, the apostle St John, not undeservedly, with reference to 
his spiritual understanding, conq^red to iin eagle, has lifted higlier 

ami far more sublimely than the other three his ijroclamatioiif and in 

lifting it up he has wished ou^’lniarts also to bo lifted. For the other 
three cvangolfsts walked, so to speak, on earth with our Lord as man ;• 
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the Son of man; but as the Son of God ; and, as 
fiucli, the Word, the Life, the Liglit, the Only-begotten 
of the Father, full of grace and truth ; the Only- 
begotten which is in the bosom of the Father ; in 
short, as God ; with the way in which, when in ^he 
world — as the Word made flesh — He was rejected by 
many, but received by others, who became in conse- 
quence tint sons of God. "Now run over the Gospel, 
and you will find that it us occupied throughout in 
most orderly succession with these very topics. 

It is full of the revelations of 11 te Word. The 
discourses in it so profound, so full, so spiritual, so 
heavenly, quite sustain His distinction as the Kcvealer 
of the Father, the Only-begotten who is in the bosom 
of the Father, and who hath declar(‘d Him. 

Then Ihe first seven chapters very explicitly set forth 
the Life, with the fulness of (jnice which is in Him. 
Take one passage from the first chaptcT, a key-passage, 
“ Behold the Lamb of God which taketh away the sin 
of the world — all the Zi/l’that is in Him, that flows 
from Him in the fulness of His grace, comes to us 
through the channel of His atonement. Take a pas- 
sage from the sejsond chapter, another key-passage, 
“ Destroy this temple, and in three days I will* raise it 
up. But He spake of the temple of His body \ ' — or 
of His resurrection-Zi/ij, in the possession of which He 

of His divinity they said but few things : but John, as if it oppressed 
him to walk on earth, has opened his words as it were with a burst 
of thunder, has lifted himself not only above earth and every sphere 
of sky and heaven, but even above every host of angels, and every 
order of invisible powers, and reaches to Him by whom all things 
were made, as ho says, *In the begiming was the Word, and the 
•Word was with God, and the*Word was God.* ’* ** 
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has ability as well as authority to give life and grace 
unto the world. Take a passage from the third cluip- 
ter, also a key-passage, “ Verily, verily I say unto thee, 
Except a man be bom of water and of tlie Spirit, he 
crflinot enter into the kingdom of Cod — the first 
effect of the outHoAv of life and grace from Him takes 
place in tlie production of the miw birth, — the new life 
in Him begins with that. • Take a passage from the 
fourth chapter, also another key-passage, “Jesus an- 
swered and said unto her, Whosoever drinketli of this 
water shall thirst again ; but whosoever drinketli of 
the wat(T that I shall give him shall never thirst ; but 
the water that 1 shall give him shall be in him a well 
of water springing up into everlasting life — that is 
to say, the life^ the grace, which is received fnjm Christ 
is more than quickening — it is indwelling aiHl abiding; 
the new birth is followed by the new life, and that is 
never followc<l by tlie second death ; the life which it 
initiates is eternal life. Take a passage from the fifth 
chapter, still the key-passage, “ The hour is coming, 
and now is, when the dead shall hear the voice of the 
Son of God, and they that hear shall live ; for as the 
Father hath life in Himself, so Ijath He given to the 
Son to have life in Himself — the voice of Christ, the 
word of Christ, is the mean of grace, of Ufe^ tlie instru- 
mentality employed in the impartation or communica- 
tion of it. Take a passage from the sixth chapter, 
again the key-passage, “ I am the living bread which 
came down from heaven ; if any man eat of this bread, 
ho shall live for ever ; and the bread that I will give 
is My flesh, which I will give for the life of the ^^orld 
— Christ Himself, in flis person and atonement, is tlip 
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food, the nutriment of the spiritual or divine life of 
faith ; the life of grace obtains its whole sustenanco 
from Him — in Him. Take a passage also from the 
seventh chapter, yet again the key-passage, “In the 
last day, that great day of the feast, Jesus stood sfhd 
cried, saying, If any man thirst, let him come unto Me 
and drink. He that believeth on Me, as the Scrii^ture 
hath said, out of his belly shall flow rivers of living 
water. But this spake He/)f the Spirit, winch they 
that believe on Him should receive : for the Holy Ghost 
was not yet "iven : because that Jesus was not yet 
glorified.'^ 

Then pass over to the eighth and ninth chapters, 

‘ and see how He is there set forth as the Light with all 
the fuhies^^ of truth in Him. Take the key-passage 
froiHj the ^eighth — it is after the conviction and self- 
condemnation of the scribes and Pharisees, who brought 
unto Him the woman taken in adultery — “ I am the 
light of the world ; he that followeth Me shall not 
walk in dai'kness, but shall have the light of life.” Take 
also the key-passage from the ninth~it is in connexion 
with the miraculous restoration of sight to the man 
who had been blincj, from his birth — “ I must work the 
works of Him that sent Me while it is day j the night 
cometh when no man can work. As long as I am in 
the world, I am the light of the world.” 

Then again, in the following chapters, we have still 
grace and truth in Him, life and light in Him, with 
the revelation or unfolding of the heart and the home 
of the Father, in such key-passages as, “No man is 
able t6 pluck them out of My Father’s hand “ In 
My Father’s house are many mansions “ Whatsoever 



THE GOSPEL ACCORDING TO JOHN. 


139 


yc shall ask the Father hi My name, He will give it 
you ''And I say not unto you, that I will pray the 
Father for you, for the Father Himself lovcth you 
" I ascend unto My Father and your Father, and to 
My God and your God.” 

But we must leave to private;? study the more particu- 
lar examination of the remaining history, as well as of 
the reception of the grace ifnd truth, ‘the life and light 
and love of God in Christmas detailed with more or less 
explicitness throughout the Gospel. 

Secondly, take that passage in which the Evangelist 
expresses his object to he, that we might believe that 
Jesus is the Christ, the Son of God, and that, believing, 
we might have life through II is name ; and, with it* 
as a guide, run once more over the Gospel, ayd sec how 
in every cliaptcr that object is steadily kef)t in view 
and most satisfixetorily fulfilled. Take? the testimony 
of John the Baptist in the first chapter, — "I am not 
the Christ ; but He that sent me to baptize with water, 
the same said unto me. Upon whom thou shalt see the 
Spirit descending and remaining upon Him, the same 
is He which bajitizeth with the Holy Ghost. And I 
saw and bare record that this k the Son of God,'* 
Take the Samaritan t(istimonies in the fourth chapter 
— " Come, see a Man which told me all things that 
ever I did : Is not this the Christ “ Now we believe, 
not because of thy saying ; for we have heard Him our- 
selves, and know that this is indeed the Christ, the 
Saviour of the world.” Take His own testimony in 
the tenth chapter : "Then came the Jews round about 
Him, and said unto Him, How long dost Thou* make 
us to douBt ? If Thou be the Christ, tell us plainly, 
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Jesus answered them, I told you, and yc believed not ; 
the works that I do in My Father’s name, they bear 
witness of Me.” And take the testimony of Martha 
in tlie eleventh chapter: “Yea, Lord, I believe that 
Thou art the Christ, the Son of God, which shofild 
come into tlie world.” Then notice also, as you go 
along, how the expressions, “the Father” and “the 
Son,” occur, morcj frequently in this (lospel than in all 
the other three together. , And notice further tlie 
assertioji and claim of oneness or equality with God, 
of proper and perfect Deity, in such expressions and 
passages as, “ The Word was God “ He said that 
God was His Father, making Ttimself equal with God 
< “ Before Abraham was, I am “ I and My Father are 
one “ l|o that hath seen Me hath seen the Father 
“ AIJ things that the Father hath are Mine “ And 
now,* 0 Father, glorify Thou Me with Thine own s(df, 
with the glory which I liad with Thee before the world 
was “ And all Mine are Thine, and Thine are Mine:” 
“And Thomas answered and said unto Him, My Lord 
and my God,” 

We should havy wished to say something, in con- 
clusion, by way of showing hi^w we should make a 
2 )raciical use of the view of Christ presented in this 
Gospel; but it would lead us into too extensive a field 
of observation ; and we must forbear. Let us only 
quote two passages, the one expressive of the blessed 
result of faith in Him, — may we profit by the lesson of 
it, — “ But as many as received Him, to them gave He 
power' to become the sons of God, even to them that 
believe on His name ” and the* other expressive of the 
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awful consequciicos of unbelief in Him, — may wc profit 
by the lesson of it also, — “ But he that bclieveth not 
is condemned already, because he hath not believed in 
thJi name of the Only-begotten Son of God.” Plainly 
we cannot be too much impressed with the high im- 
portance of the object for which this Gospel has been 
provided. “ 2'hese things xtre wrlilsn tk'zt ye 'might 
believe that Jesus is the (Christ, the Son of God, and 
that, believing, ye mighl have life through His name.” 
Amen. 



THE ’HARMONY OF THE GOSPELS. 


Hitherto we have been mainly occupied with the 
diversity of the Gospels. Wc have seen tliat each 
of the evangelists relates the history of our Lord from 
a differeiii’ stand-point, exhibits it in a different 
aspect ; and that this ought to be kept in view and 
properly considered in our examination of the various 
Gospels. 

On the present occasion, the harmony of the 
Gospels is the subj(‘ct which we wish to bring under 
consideration. Sceptics have often sought to construct 
an argument out ,of their diversity against their 
authenticity ; and not a few of them have even gone 
so far as to allege that their different representa- 
tions are incompatible with historical reality. On 
this account it is the more necessary to attend to 
their essential unity. Scepticism loses all foothold 
here. The ground is completely cut away from under 
it. 

Very numerous attempts have been made from the 
earliest ages to construct a Harmony of the? Gospels, 
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by combining* their several narratives into one con- 
tinuous whole — one Gospel instead of four. From 
the nature of the case, it was quite natural that 
it ^'should be so. We cannot Indp identifying the 
leading events of the life and ministry of our Lord, as 
related by the cVangelists, or rather they identify 
themselves; and it would have been ‘strange had this 
process of ichmtification been limited to what is merely 
obvious, had it not been carried out and even sought 
to be comph^ted. 

Nor can it be said that the enormous amount of 
labour expended in the effort has' been lost. By 
bringing the Gospels together — placing theit parallel ^ 
accounts in juxtaposition, and comparing them with 
one another — many passages in all of them,' which 
had been otherwise perhaps inexplicable, or at least 
obscure, have been most happily elucidated ; and 
difficulties and discrepancies, which might have 
been stumbling to the faith of not a few, have been 
entirely removed or satisfactorily explained. In this 
respect the end of a Gospel harmony has been com- 
pletely gained, and the result is every way worthy of 
all the eighteen hundred years' stinJy which has been 
given to it. 

At the same time, it must be owned that, in so far 
as Gospel harmonisen^ have sought to reduce the four 
Gospels, with all their characteristic varieties, into 
one, in which all these varieties are absorbed, if not 
obliterated, they have never been as yet successful ; 
and it is not possible that they ever can be so. For, 
first, each. of the evangelists has his own order of 
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narration, and that order so widely different that it 
is quite impossible to determine with any thing like 
exactitude the chronological sequence of the events 
which they rcspectivcdy relate. Then again, each*' of 
them has his own style of narration, and that also so 
evidently different, that an amalgaih of the four must 
necessarily .be destructive of the distinct individuality, 
and, to this extent, of the^ particular value of their 
separate productions. And then, once more, their 
difference of representation is so palpably distinct 
that, however they may be brought into juxtaposition, 
and compared aiid studied together, to fuse or blend 
..them into a new artificial compound Gospel ought 
never to be’ attempted or even thought of. It would 
just be aiir /ittempt to form a fifth Gospel of our own, 
by ’vtay of improving on the product of Divine in- 
spiration. 

Accordingly, we have no idea of harmonising tho 
GosjdcIs in the sense in which it is usual to speak of 
harmonising them. If we show that they are bound 
together by a true historical harmony, that is all that 
can ever l)c required, or that should ever be rcciuired, 
on the theory of four independent Gospels. A literal, 
circumstantial, formal harmony is in fact impossible ; 
it could only have been possible in one way — that of 
each of the Gospels being but a^'copy or repetition of 
a common original; in which case, however, they 
would have manifestly lost their fourfold value ; they 
would have possessed the value of" no more than a 
single ' testimony. Besides, if tho Spirit of God had 
thought it necessary or desirable that we % should be 
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put in possession of such a Gospel, surely lie would 
have Himself provided it. 

Our present task is therefore limited to the exhibi- 
, tioijj of their essential harmony, of their historical 
harmony. We shall endeavour to accomplish this by 
setting forth their 4iarniony in'what they do riot relate 
in common, and also in what they do relate^in common. 

T. THEIR HARMONY TN WHAT THEY DO NOT RELATE 
IN COMMON. 

The greatest apparent divergence from a common 
testimony occurs in the Gospel according *to John.* 
It has been common among sceptics to represent its 
narrative as entirely diflerent from the cithers — at 
least so ditfcTont as to be quite incapable of recoircilia- 
tioii with them. According to them, the Christ of 
John is quite an ideal personage, the mental concep- 
tion of a dreamer, which had no counterpart in actual 
history, or at all events the counterpart of wliich 
they allege is not to be found in the Christ of the 
other evangelists. They admit that these evangelists 
may be liarmoniscd, and that it is easy enough or 
possible enough to identify the Christ of all of them ; 
but they maintain that this is impossible with the 
Christ of John. 

Wo shall therefore confine ourselves at the present 
stage Ijp the reconciliation of the narrative of John 
with that of Matthew, Mark, and Luke. 

1. Then here we have to notice, in the first place, 

how they ^gree in respect of the locality in which 

K 
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they represent the ministry of Christ to have been 
exercised. It is here, perhaps, that cursory readers 
■vrill most easily discover discrepancy, or at least fail 
to perceive agreement. According to John, the 
ministry of Christ appears to have been mainly exer- 
cised in Judea. According to the cfthers, it appears to 
have been mainly cxcrcise/1 in Galilee. Apart from 
the events of the Passion Week, which are related 
by all the evangelists, it is almost entirely a Judean 
ministry which is related in the one Gospel, and a 
Galilean ministry which is related in the others. 
But very little is required to show th.at the differ- 
ence in this respect may be easily enough adjusted. 
Were the t'Vvo ministries represented as contemporane- 
ous, that ^ould necessarily involve an irreconcilable 
contradiction ; but that our Lord should have exer- 
cised His ministry both in Judea and in Galilee, and 
that one of the evangelists should have related His 
ministry in the one country, and the other evangelists 
in the other country, carries no contradiction in it. 
Besides, if it turns out that both the one and the 
other distinctly advert to the ministry which they do 
not relate, and allow sufficient time for it, — then, so 
far from disagreement, there is harmony between 
them, and harmony which is the more striking and 
satisfactory, that coming, as it does, out of apparent 
difference, it is obviously undesigned. 

This is precisely how matters stand in the four 
evangelists. The following passaged from Matthew, 
Mark, .and Luke, may suffice to show that, while they 
confine themselves to the narfative of th/j Galilean 
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ministry, they did not mean to ignore the Judean 
ministry ; that they were perfectly aware of it, and 
of the extensive influence which it exercised : — “ And 
there followed Him great multitudes of people from 
Galilee, and from Decapolis, and from Jerusalem, and 
from Judea, and from beyond* Jordan.” (Matt. iv. 25. 
Sec also Mark iii. 8 ; Luko vili. 17#) ‘‘Verily I say 
unto you, I have hot found so great faith, no, not in 
Israel.” (Matt. viii. 10 ' Luke vii. 9.) “ And He arose 
from thence, and cometh into the coasts of Judea by 
the farther side of Jordan ; and the people resort unto 
Him again ; and as He was wont He taught them 
again.” (Mark x. 1 ; Matt. xix. 1.) “And He went 
through the cities and villages, teaching^and journey- 
ing towards Jerusalem.” (Luke xiii. 22.) “0 Jeru- 

salem, Jerusalem, thou that killest the prophete, and 
stonest them which arc sent unto thee, how often 
would I have gathered thy children together, even as 
a hen gathereth her chickens under her wings, and ye 
would not.” (Matt, xxiii. 37 ; Luke xiii. 34.) “And 
when He was come near, He beheld the city, and wept 
over it, saying. If thou hadst known, even thou, at 
least in this thy day, the thingf which belong unto 
thy peace ! but now they are hid from thine eyes.” 
(Luke xix. 41, 42.) The following passages from 
John may also suffice to show that, while he mainly 
confines himself to the narrative of the JudeaU min- 
istry, he was quite cognisant of the Galilean ministry, 
and did not mean in any way to ignore it : “ This 
beginning of miracles did Jesus in Cana of •Galilee, 
and maiyfested fort^ His glory ; and His disciples 
believed on Him. After this He went down ‘to 
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Capernaum, He, and His mother, and His brethren, 
and His disciples ; and they continued there not 
many days/’ (chap. iL 11, 12.) When therefore 
the Lord knew how the Pharisees had heard th^t 
Jesus made and baptized more disciples than John, 
(though Jesus himself baptized not, but His disciples,) 
He left Judea, and departed again into Galilee.” 
(chap. iv. L-3.) “After these things Jesus walked 
in Galilee ; for He would not walk in Jewry, because 
the Jews sought to kill Him.” (chap. vii. 1.) “But 
some said, Shall Christ come out of Galilee ? ” “ Art 

thou also of Galilee ? Search and look : for out of 
Galilee ariseth no prophet.” (chap. vii. 41, 5§.) 
“Therefore they sought again to take Him: but He 
escaped cu^ h ){ their hand, and went away again beyond 
Jordaw, into the place where John at first baptized : 
and there He abode. And many resorted unto Him, 
and said, John did no miracle : but all things that 
John spake of this Man were true. And many 
believed on Him there.” (chap. x. 39-42.) ‘‘Then 
from that day forth they took counsel together for to put 
Him to death. Jesus therefore walked no more openly 
among the Jews ; fcut went thence unto a country 
near to the wilderness, into a city called Ephraim, 
and there continued with His disciples.” (chap. xi. 
63, 54.) It may be added thatu^ider the guidance of 
these and other passages, the two ministries, as related 
by the difterent evangelists, can be, though not com- 
pletely, yet satisfactorily dovetailed into one another, so 
that iikthis respect the apparent discrepancy between 
them, which may at first be somewhat stumbling, passes 
away almost entiiely — becomes positive harmony. 
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2. Then here wc have to notice in the second 
place, how they agree in respect of the topics whioh 
they report to have formed the burden of the ministry 
of Christ Here again a most manifest difference 
between the Gospel according to John and the other 
Gospels presents itself. Both in form and in contents 
the Gospel according to Jghn is cast in a mould of its 
own, a mould so evidently peculiar that sceptics, as 
we have already said, will not allow that it can ever 
be received as in unison with the other Gospels, or 
as portraying the same life, the same person, with 
them. But here also the difference may be easily 
adjusted. It will be admitted that the ministry o/ 
Christ would naturally divide itself into two parts — 
that which was fulfilled in public, and tl'iiwj which was 
carried on more privately ; the former comprisiig His 
popular discourses or open utterances respecting 
the nature and the object of His mission, His para- 
bles and prophecies, and other addresses to the 
people, — “All these things spake Jesus unto the 
multitude in parables ; " and the latter setting forth 
the profound spiritual mysteries relating to His 
Divine person and mission, whfcTi, from their peculiar 
character, Ho would not so readily in His then cir- 
cumstances bring out in public, but reserve for more 
confidential interoourse with His disciples, except 
when He was, as it were, constrained by the active- 
opposition of His adversaries among the Jews, to 
assert them openly, — “ It is given unto you to know 
the mysteries of the kingdom of heaven, but to them 
it is notigiven ; theicfore speak I to them in parables.*' 
Now this again is precisely how the matter stailds 
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in the four evangelists. In the earlier Gospels we 
have what would certainly form the staple of elemen- 
tary Christian instruction to the first converts to the 
faith, the record of the more public ministry of Chris J ; 
and then again, in the last Gospel, what would most 
certainly be demanded With the growth of Christian 
life and knowledge in the ^Church, the record of His 
more private ministry, along with that which was 
carried on at a distance fro&i His own country, such 
as in Samaria and Judea, and in which it might be 
legitimately enough expected He would be more open 
in His communications respecting Himself and His 
mission. . The difference between the evangelists, 
when thus regarded, will be seen to be quite natural, 
and, instearj of shaking, ought to confirm our faith in 
the afethenticity of all the Gospels. Bengel makes a 
pertinent remark on this subject which may here be 
quoted. “ If a drawing is made of a city, first from 
the east side, then from the west, though in both 
cases the tallest and most striking towers and edifices 
are presented, yet in all other respects the two sketches 
not only can, but must differ widely. And yet both 
are faithful copies (ff^’the original/' Obviously the 
only thing that is required in such a case is, that, 
with the necessary variety of representation, there 
should be such resemblances and^ affinities as make 
'.evident that there is really identity in the object 
of their representation. This requirement is fully 
answered in the Gospels. To advert to the parables 
of Chri^st, — of which it has often been observed, 
there is not even a single specimen in th§ Gospel 
according to John, — we have frequent metaphors in 
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this Gospel, which so far correspond to the parables 
as to show that the similitudes of them were common, 
as might be expected and demanded in historical 
reality, to both the public and more private minis- 
tries ; only used in the latter, as of course, with a 
profounder emplijvsis and significance. For example, 
the similitude in the parable of the sower occurs in 
these words as gi\^n in *John : Say nOt ye, There 
are yet four months, and ohen cometh harvest ? behold, 
I say unto you, Lift up your eyes, and look on the 
fields, for they are white already to harvest. And he 
that rcapeth receiveth wages and gatliercth fruit unto 
life eternal ; that both he that soweth and he that 
reapeth may rejoice together. And li^rciu is-thaC 
saying true, One soweth, and another reaufJth, I sent 
you to reap that whereon ye bestowed no labour; 
other men laboured, and ye arc entered into their 
labours.’' (chap, iv, 35-38.) Again the similitude in 
the parable of the shepherd and his sheep occurs in 
these words, as also given in John ; am the good 
Shepherd ; the good Shepherd giveth His life for the 
sheep.” (cliap. x. 11.) And once more, the similitude 
in the parable of the vineyard, occurs in these other 
words, as also given again in John ; am the true 
Vine, and My Father is the husbandman. Every 
branch in Me that bcareth not fruit He taketh away ; 
and every branch that bcareth fruit He purgeth it, that 
it may bring forth more fruit.” “ As the branch can- 
not bear fruit of itself except it abide in the vine ; no 
more can ye, except ye abide in Me. I am the Vine, 
ye are the branches. He that abideth in Me, and I 
in him, the same bringeth forth much fruit ; for with- 
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out Me ye can do nothing. If a man abide not in 
Me, he is cast forth as a branch, and is withered, and 
men gather them, and cast them into the fire, and 
they are burned,” (chap. xv. 1-6.) On the otlicr 
hand, there are not a few passages in the earlier 
Gospels which are every^ way as exp^Ucit and profound 
in their reference to the Divine aspects of the person 
and mission of Christ as any to ’be found in John ; 
some of them so Joannean ih their form and charac- 
ter, that such as arc not very familiar with the Bible 
might readily enough expect to find them in his 
Gospel rather than in any of the others. “ Wist ye 
not that I must be about My Father’s business ?” 
■(Luke ii. 4{).) '‘I thank Thee, 0 Father, Lord of 

heaven and , earth, because Thou hast hid these things 
fromjthe wise and prudent, and hast revealed them 
unto babes. Even so, Father ; for so it seemed good 
in Thy sight. All things are delivered unto Me of 
My Father, and no man knoweth the Son, but the 
Father; neither knoweth any man the Father, save 
the Son, and he to whomsoever the Son will reveal 
Him. Come unto Me, all ye that labour and are 
heavy laden, and i .will give you rest.” (Matt. xi. 
25-28.) Simon Peter answered and said. Thou art 
the Christ, the Son of the living God. And Jesus 
answered and said unto him, Blessed art thou, Simon 
Barjona : for flesh and blood hath not revealed it unto 
thee, but My Father which is in heaven.” (Matt. xvi. 
16, 17.) Again I say unto you. That if two of you 
shall a^ree on earth as touching anything that they 
shall ask, it shall be done for^^them of M^y Father 
which is in heaven. For where two or three are 
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gathered together in My name, there am I in the 
midst of them.’^ (Matt, xviii. 19, 20.) “ But 1 say 

unto you, I will not drink henceforth of this fruit of 
the vine, until that day when I drink it new with you 
in My Fathers kingdom."’ (Matt. xxvi. 29.) ‘"And 
behold, I send the promise of My Father upon you ; 
but tarry ye in the city ^of Jerusalem, until ye be 
endued with power' from on high.*' (Luke xxiv. 49.) 
"" And, lo, I am with you alway, even unto the end of 
the world.” (Matt, xxviii. 20.) 

So much for the harmony on this head. We might, 
indeed, have carried it out much further; as, for 
example, to the facts in the history of (>hrist, as well 
as to the discourses in His ministry. We have no 
account in John of the miraculous conc^i)*?tion, or of 
the nativity in Bethlehem, or of the early residotice in 
the obscurity of Nazareth ; and yet these various facts 
are fully corroborated in numerous incidental refer- 
ences of expressive significance. “And the Word was 
made flesh," (John i. 14.) — There is evidently an 
underlying allusion to the miraculous production of 
His humanity here. “We have found Him, of whom 
Moses in the law, and the prop4i^,ts, did write, Jesus 
of Nazareth, the son of Joseph," (John i. 45.) “The 
son of Joseph." — This was what He was reputed to be, 
and the Evangelist, though he uniformly distinguishes 
Him as the Son of God, quite freely relates the circum- 
stance. “And the third day there was a marriage 
in Cana of Galilee ; and the mother of* Jesus was 
there," (John ii. 1.) “The mother of Jesus."— There 
is no hesitation on the part of the Evangelist to 
speak of her as such ; on several occasions he so 
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names her. ‘'And when they wanted wine, the 
mother of Jesus saith unto Him, They have no wine.” 
“ His motlier saith unto the servants, Whatsoever He 
saith unto you, do it.’’ (John ii. 3, 5.) “ Now there 

stood by the cross His mother, and His mother’s sister.” 
“When Jesus therefore saw His. mother, and the 
disciple standing by, whom He loved, He saith unto 
His motheP, Beiiold thy son.^^ (John xix. 25, 26.) 
The following questions, ab* recorded by the Evan- 
gelist, also indicate his knowledge both of the nativity 
in Bethlehem and of the residence in Nazareth, and 
plainly confirm tlic other evangelists in their accounts 
of these events. “ Can there any good thing come 
but of Nazar/ith?” (John i. 46.) “ Shall Christ come 

out of .Galjilee ? Hath not the Scripture said that 
Christ cometh of the seed of David, and out of the 
town of Bethlehem, where David was?” (John vii. 
41, 42.) Again, we have no account in John of the 
baptism of Christ, but we have a distinct coiTobora- 
tion of it in his account of the testimony of the 
Baptist. “ I saw the Spirit descending from heaven 
like a dove, and it abode upon Him. And I knew 
Him not ; but He timt sent me to baptize with water, 
the same said unto me. Upon whom thou shalt see 
the Spirit descending, and remaining on Him, the 
same is He which baptizeth w^/h the Holy Ghost. 
And I saw, and bare record that this is the Son of 
God.” (John i. 32-34.) In the same way, although 
we have no list of the apostles in John, as in all the 
other Gospels, we have Andrew and Peter, James and 
John, Philip and Nathanael, introduced to ^ our Lord 
in the very order in which their names are coupled 
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together in the evangelical lists, and the number of 
them is mentioned once and again as twelve : “ Have 
not I chosen you twelve?” (John vi. 70.) ‘‘And 
Th(^mas, one of the twelve, called Didynius, was not 
with them when Jesus came.” (John xx. 24.) We 
have also no account in Johir of the casting out of 
devils, but we have a most explicit reference, in his 
own peculiar style and way, to Christ’s Vionquest of 
Satan, which was so sttJkingly illustrated and em- 
bodied in the demoniacal dispossessions. “ Now is the 
judgment of this world ; now shall the prince of this 
world be cast out.” (John xii. 31.). “The prince of 
this world coiiieth, and hath nothing in Me.” (John 
xiv. 30.) “Because the prince of this world is judged.” 
(John XV. 11.) There is also no mentiqi? i,nade in 
John of the agony in the garden, but the woi'^ls of 
Jesus, when he rebuked Peter foi drawing the sword in 
His defence, allude very plainly to the prayer which 
He had so earnestly offered up under the agony; 
“ Put up thy sword into the sheath ; the cup which 
My Father hath given Me, shall I not drink it ? ” 
(John xviii. 11.) Then, besides all these and other 
refiTences in John which distinotly evince his know- 
ledge of many facts related by the other evangelists, 
but omitted by himself, there are facts related by him 
which go to explain various references of the evan- 
gelists left unexplained by them from their omission 
of the facts in question. Thus they record the testi- 
mony of the false witnesses against Jesus at His trial : 
“ This fellow said, I am able to destroy the temple of 
God, and J:o build it ’n three days.” (Matt. xxvi. Gl. 
Mark xiv. 58.) John alone records what Jesus really 
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said upon the subject, and so explains, quite inciden- 
tally, how such an accusation could be brought against 
Him : “ Then answered the Jews and said unto Him, 
What sign showest Thou unto us, seeing Thou d/>est 
these things ? Jesus answered and said unto them, 
Destroy tliis temple, ami in three days I will raise it 
up. Then said the Jews, Forty and six years was 
this temple in building, and wilt Thou rear it up in 
three days ? But He spake of the tenqde of His 
body.” (John ii. 18-21.) Thus also all the evangelists 
relate the triumphal entry of our Lord into Jerusalem, 
but John alone relates the' occasion of it, which, pro- 
bably fur the prudential reason stated in our exainin- 
'ation of his Gospel, they intentionally omitted : 
“ The people therefore that was with Him when He 
calletl La;?arus out of his grave bare record. For this 
cause the people also met him, for that they heard 
that He had done this miracle. The Pharisees there- 
fore said among themselves, Perceive ye how ye prevail 
nothing ? Behold the world is gone after Him.” 
(John xii. 17-19.) 

But we cannot carry out this comparison and recon- 
ciliation of the evangelists any further under this 
head. It is enough to say that, when a person’s life 
is written by different parties, one of whom exhibits 
him mainly in his public, and thg other in his private 
character, while of course there is such a basis of 
resemblance in the two biographies as serves to iden- 
tify the subject of them, it is impossible to consider 
them harmonious unless the different stand-points of 
their authors are taken into account, and proper 
allowance is made for the specific characteristics of 
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thtir distinctive views. Just so is it with the Gospels. 
Many supposed and alleged discr(3pancies vanish, 
whenever we contemplate them from the proper point 
of \dew. Where discrepan(‘ics were said to exist, we 
observe the nicest harmonies, the most admiralde 
undesigned coincidences. We* also at once perceive 
how one evangelist records one class of facts, and 
another evangelist another class of fjxcts, ^Yccording as 
the facts fall in witli tlfeir resjDective objects; and 
how, in recording even the same hxets, the one and 
the other should notice different circumstances con- 
nected with the facts, without infringing upon the 
perfection of any one of the Gospels, as viewed from 
its own particular stand-point; and hoxv, in short, 
xvitliout regarding tlie Gospels as merely^s^lppl('men- 
tary or corroborative of one another, we mayVif^ku 
them serve this purpose by the exhibition of their 
unintended and unfettered harmonies; while at the 
same time we come to apprehend and to ap|)reciato 
the purpose of the Spirit of God in an omission licTe, 
and an addition there, in now presenting one fact in 
a certain relation, and again presenting it in another 
relation, and in so giving us a *c>ifferent view in one 
Gospel from that which is given us in another Gospel. 

II. THE HARMONY o/tHE EVANGELISTS IN WHAT THEY 
DO RELATE IN COMMON. 

Under this head there opens up a most extensive 
field of observation and investigation, on , which 
we shall Jiardly ente’ Two observations will serve 
our purpose. 
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1. First, We may shortly notice their harmony in 
the vieivs of Christ which they 'present in common. 
That a particular view of Christ predominates in the 
separate representation of eacli of the four Gospel^ \vc 
have sufficiently j^roved already. In Matthew we .see 
Him in His covemant 'royalty as' the Son of David ; 
in Mark in His laborious ministry as the Servant of 
God ; in Lhke in His common humanity as the Son 
of man ; and in John in Hi's true Divinity as the Son 
of God. But the view of each is not to be found in 
itself only; we find traces of it in all the others. 
With that which in each is distinctively its own, the 
wliole four have resemblances and affinities wlii(;h arc 
conlmon to ^hem all. And hence, as it is said of the 
cherubim, Vy which they are so often represented, “ Two 
winy^s of every one were joimnl one to anothei ; and 
again, '' They four had one likeness,’' the view peculiar 
to one Gospel seems in many places to join and even 
to identify itself with the view in another Gospel 
You find the Son of David in Mark, Luke, and John, 
as well as in Matthew; you also find the Servant 
of God in Matthew, Luke, and John, as well as in 
Mark ; you find tlifc‘ Son of man in Matthew, Mark, 
and John, as well as in Luke ; you also find the Son 
of God in Matthew, Mark, and Luke, as well as in 
John ; in short, it just comes to .this, that, while each 
has his own distinctive view standing out in prominent 
relief, they all distinctly recognise one another’s view, 
and more or less embrace it, and incorporate it with 
their Qwn, so that with all their obvious diversity, they 
are thus in perfect harmony ; they exhibit but one 
Christ, who is at once, in symbol, lion, ox, man, and 
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ea;^^le, and in fact tlie Son of David, the Servant of 
God, the Son of man, and the Son of God. 

2. Secondly, Wc may as shortly notice their liar- 
mcQiy in the incidents and facts respecting Christ 
which they record in common. These incidents and 
facts are so few tl^w^ they may all be stated in little 
more than a single sentence. There is, first, tlie feed- 
ing of the five tliousand men, besides '•women and 
children, on the five loavV\s and the two fishes. Thu 
miracle is related in all the Gospels — in Mattliew xiv., 
in Mark vi., in Luke ix., and in John vi. Tt is the 
only incident in the life of Christ, prior to the events 
of the Passion-week, which they all relate ; and wo may 
therefore very warrantably conclude that it is full of^ 
significance, and that its instructiori is to \)Ki viewed in 
connexion with all the characters and relations ^hich 
lie sustains as the Son of David, the Servant of God, 
the Son of man, and the Sou of God. Tlien wo next 
find them all relating the important events of the 
Passion- week. The riding into Jerusalem, the treach- 
ery of Judas, the resistance of Peter in the garden, 
and his thrice-repeated denial of his Master in presence 
of the servants and the soldiers, Hhe trial before the 
Sanhedrim, the arraignment before Pilate, the liberation 
of Barabbas, the condemnation, the crucifixion, the 
raiment-partition, t^e death, the burial, the resurrec- 
tion, — all these events are alike related, with, of course, 
many circumstantial and characteristic varieties, in all 
the Gospels. Again, it is to be observed that these 
events, with their instruction, must be viewed ^in con- 
nexion w\th all the ciinracters and relations which He 
sustains as the Son of David, the Servant of God, the 
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Son of man, and the Son of God. The Son of David 
rides in triumph into Jerusalem, suffers, dies, rises from 
the dead. Tlic Servant of God rides in triumph into 
Jerusalem, suffers, dies, rises from the dead. The Son 
of Man rides in triumph into Jerusalem, sufh'rs, dies, 
rises from the dead. The Son of CV?d rides in triumph 
into Jerusalem, suffers, dies, rises from the dead.^ We 
do not cuter on the examination of tlic various accounts 
of these events; tluit would' involve us in an investi- 
gation which is by far too extensive and too important 
to be disposed of in connexion with our present object. 
We content ourselves with the simple statement tliat 
tlie events in <pi(‘stion, together with tlie miracle of the 
Joaves, Comprise thij whole of what literally forms the 
common tvjjtimony of the Gospels. In all other 
respects they may be said to be harmonious, though 
not coincid(‘nt, or four, tliough one; hero they are not 
only harmonious but coincident, or one, though four. 
Let us commend tlieir various narratives to attentive 
prayerful pcu usal ; they will largely repay all the study 
which may be bestowed uj)on them. 

We now concludocthis examination of the character- 
istics of the Gospels. The Gospels are worthy of all 
the study that can be bestowed on them. ‘ If it was 
true of our blessed Lord that “ ngver man spake like 
this Man,*' the remark may be extended unto them. 
Never were books written like these books. Never 
Gospels like these Gospels, so simple in style, yet so 
profound ; so unadorned in their heavenly beauty ; so 
consistent and harmonious, even Jo repetitio^i, in their 
* Vide Jukes on the Gosjjels, p. 176. 
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^ririd outlines, ami so in thoir multiplied diversi- 
ties ; tlK‘y cojilaiu an evidence- of liutU and rt'aiily 
Avliicli defies all the vain efioits of unhi^liiYin^^ minds; 
they me a treasury of wisdom and ,<>race that is ahie 
to supply the dei‘pest Avants and jvmedy the most 
grievous iniserii^s ri' ,riall(ui Avorld. Like llic lieavtuily 
ch(‘rul)im, (‘aeh has its own peculiar character, and 
i'('\eals a st'paratc^ a-pect in tlie lov(‘ of (/ht*ist ; hut they 
all unite as with a voice* of thundcu* in uttering the 
sanui invitation to sinners ; Cajine, see a man who is 
a,b once the Son of David, the Servant of Dod, the Sou 
of majj, and the Son of (iod ; — is nut this tin* Christ? 
And e-very humhh' lu‘art will respond to the invitation 
and in res[)unding to it will liave to say, hikv the Sani- 
aiitans of old, ‘ Noav wo believe, for we hafe seen Him 
V)urs(Gves, and know that this is indeed the Chriift, the 
Saviour of the world.’*' 

\Vt^ should her(' olter some observations on //n? 
firaL use lo be ladde of the hannonif in diversity 
vitich, ive hive uoiv sceih to eluirodevise the fourfold 
vieuj of iJhrist in the different (j<fs])els. But we must 
not expatiate at large in the wide field of valuable 
lelleetion which it ])reseuts to us. 

We prefer to advert to but two tilings, in the ho])C 
that, limiting ourselves to them, they may be the more 
faithfully considered |ind applied. 

Tluj one is, Tliat tluno is an infinite fulness of 
gracious supply in Christ to meet all the wants of His 
disciples. Does not the fourfold re])etition of the 
miracles of the loaves teach us that ? No commentary 
which ovcjiilooks, or iu»any way ignores, this lesson can 

"* Birka’ llora^ Evangclicuu, jj. 550. 
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do justice to the repetition. We arc in a desert — 
thousands of men, besides women and children. 
Whence shall we buy bread tliat all may eat ? We 
do not need to buy at all. ‘‘Jesus said, My Father 
giveth you tlie true bread from heaven. For the Bread 
of God is He whicli coiUeth do\\\wifrom heaven, and 
giveth life unto tl^e world. “ Wherefon^ do ye spemd 
money for tlntt which is not broa<l, and your labour for 
that Avhich satisfieth not? ‘Hearken diligently unto 
Me, and eat ye that wliich is good, and Jet your soul 
delight itself in fatness.” 

Tlie other is. That this infinite fulness of gracious 
supjJy is only to be partaken of in the faith of Christ 
as the once* crucified but now glorified Kcch'emer. 
And luaioe^also the fourfold repetition of the history 
of Hif^ (loath and resurrection. Some arc ana.'sted by 
the Idstory of tlui incarnation. Tt holds thorn last. 
They say that they cannot get past tlui Bethlehem- 
inangcr to the Jerusalem-cross. But the Gospel of 
Jesus Christ is only, as it were, begun in the incarna- 
tion of the Bethlehem-mangcr. We never get to the 
lieart of the Gospel till we find our way to Calvary. 
The Bread of life is, 'to symbol, not the unbroken wiif or 
of Romes idolatry, but the broken bread of the true 
Scrij)tural (Jommunion. It is, in reality, the atone- 
ment-sacrifice of the Lamb of Goi]. - There is a sense 
in wliich the all of religion may, no doubt, be said 
to centre in the Person of our Lord. “ Thou art the 
Christ, the Son of the living God.” We do not won- 
der at Jhe approval of that confession : — “ Blessed art 
thou, Simon Barjona ; for flesh^ and bloody hath not 
revealed it unto thee, but My Father which is in 
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iioavon.” At tlic same time, it must not be forsrot- 
teji thiit, Avliuii Peter wont on to express hiniself 
in opposition to tlie cross, tlie beiuMliction was at 
once exchanged for a malediction, the like of wliich 
is next to unparalleled in the Word of God — Get 
thee behind me, ‘Jdtan/* The conclusion is plain 
enough. If the cross of Christ is in any way obscured, 
if the atoiuMuent of (•lirist is in any Ava/ denied, men 
may say Avhat they pleasS about the Person of Christ, 
they may ajAptsir to be lull of love to Him — very 
h'ters in the fervour of their zeal, and affection, and 
courage for Him ; but Ho Avill not .have them for His 
disciples. Let them put away His cross, end He will 
ojily identify them Avith Satan. Tell#] lo man* that 
1 am (!Iirist till I have suffered, died, iken.from the 
dead; because, till 1 am (Jlirist the sufferer, Christ 
the sacM'itice, it is really of no consecpieuce to the 
world Avljether or not 1 am Christ at all.’' It is on 
this account that Ave have the crucilixion ainl the 
resurredion of Christ in all the Gospels. There is no 
Gospd without a r/nfcified Saviour. Tlnue is no 
Gospel Avithout a rovrn Saviour. There could bo none. 

1 am the Idving One lin t A^-fS diaid, and behold I 
am alive for evermore,” is the very essence, the sum 
and substance, of the (Jospel. The saying, No cross, 
no croAvn,” is now quite commonplace — so common- 
place that few think any thing about it, except as a 
phrase of bappj^ alliteration. But there is a great 
reality covered by it, as we sec in the fourfold liistory 
of the Cross ; and it is not less true in the history of 
His disciflos than it is in His OAvn. Let them con- 
sider it, ponder it. Only let it be taken in its entire- 
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ness ; so that wlnai the cross coinos, may not 

fail to look forw<ar(l to the crown Avhich is coming too, 
like Jesus, tlie j\nihor and Finislier of onr faitJi, wlio, 
hn' the joy tlial was set l)(‘fore Him, (‘ndnnMl tlie ci’oss, 
d(\s))i.sing th(‘ sh;nii(‘, and is now si‘t down at th(‘ riglit 
hand of llii' lliioiie of (Jodf* “Voids a failhful say- 
ing; for if W(* be dead with Him, we shall also live 
with Him; Vf we snifer, Ave slidll ii \ m ) leigii with 
Himd^ 


TlRMU:iI. ANt> sri-Ai;'-, I'l.lM’I i:*^, KUfT 



OPINIONS OF THE PRESS. 


“ A iiuisL intorostinL^ iKUik, full of aonto, <lc‘Vouf, dolioato, and 

\\ |i li.il jno.st |K)])ular n iticisiii." — / (f//y^//// V'/rf's/o// (Kov Aiidi(;vv 

“As a. handy voluuu' rm IIr* iiu|>oitaut sid)jf(Ts trcatod of, Mr 
Tll<>m'^<>!^s \ oliiini' dcvf'iM's praise wo can In^stow".”- Sirord 

ami 'I'rtunl {i \ II. Spiiryyon). 

“ /\ line model (»l the leetun‘iiL( on Seriptiire that has <len(' so uiiuli 
to gi ve a. ])(M uliar \ <iJiie to tin- » (“lii^ioiis sei \ ires ol the Sahhath-day 
in S<‘otland/’ l*>)'nim(<l Pn I'aui Mana'jm'. 

*■ '!’() elei-yvmeti instnielmy a Ihhlo class, uMeeliirini; to a. con<^n*e<j;;i. 
tion, tJoH will he hmiid an atlmirald(‘ manual. . . . ,Il, is a, W'odi 

tJiat can la* ica<l w Uli ple.isuixj iii the fanlll^ on a Nnitd.iy ev(^mn^^ 

— -J*aiiu< y’ o/* ( 7 s/' 

“ It US very well extanted, and is a honk xv e shonlTl ’ilCe to see in 
the h.iiids ol yoiiMi:; p<*ople.'’- Ijthrai'ij ilm rt h ma n . 

“ It is rcfieshiiiL^ to meet x\ ith this h ei^ yi t lev eri'iit tone of <‘in)uiiy 
reyardin^f tlu* Serijitiires. We cau tec'l sure Unit St It-nd i-easoned 
in this way xvheii tiMiniiiij; ii]) tin* niiiul ot 'riinotiiy in I’elation to the 
Old Testament." — ( 'h y a a! Journal. 

“With tlm liook lu-hire them and the ?si'W '^IVstanieut in their 
handsj on i- } e.'ulej s will dise<r ver \ eins of \ alnahle »>ri‘ rnnn inij tin om.rh 
the ( Jospi'l n;ii ra(i\('s, wdneh the eye of the eursory reader never secs.” 

- -Or'a/iual SiCt.s,stnu J\I aija .'im- . 

“ W'o have not seen for a hmi^ time a volume morci fr(*.sli and scholar- 
ly, more siio^festiv e and heautiful. 'J'n? ari^mimmb is, of course, 
largely euninhilive, and hvief extracts will fail to do it justice; hut vv<i 
can promise any hihlie.il student xvho will read it, a rich treat, Uis 
remarks, ('sp(*t ially on the (lospels hy laike ami dohn, an* full of 
instiuelion, while they illustrate very well that style of minute ver- 
bal eiitieisiii w hieh has hilhome so justly popular iii our times. Scoix's 
of lUJimte lucideaital statements are noticed in the same wa'y under 
dill’erent heads— -with results very ple.isiiio and instruetive. 
I<\'('<)uan. \ 

“ It is a really fresh contribution to the history of the (Tospols, in 
whieli the author poiirtrays tlie. life of each evangelist and Jlic char- 
acteristic ijiialities <if eacdi (lospel, with a closing luirmoiiy which 
adils mneh the value the treatise. 'I’he great (pu*stion (d 
iiiodi'riidisi'ussion is ( 'hristology ; and without goingdi'cply or leanievl- 
ly into ilry and elaborate vlisijuisition, our author brings before the 
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popular mind sucli a mass of interesting matter as compels us all to 
read t lie familiar (i!os])els, no longer with the sluggish ac(juieseeneo 
of hahit, but with something approaching the very charm of novidty. 
Mr. 'J'homsoii is exceedingly happy in his delineations of the cvaiig- 
lists, and particularly that of John, whose ardour, pathos, elevation, 
and subjectivity are appropriately described. VVe have here no 
erudite perversion or self -created diflicultjes, and const'cjuent ahe/ra- 
tions, hut enlightenment, research, and sympathy with his subject.” 
— Evan(/(>riral Witness. 

“ It is a ideasnre to read this little volume, through which there is 
a distinct plan carried out, in itself# not dillicnit to understand, ami 
y(‘t always rerpin^ng a measure of .sustained attention in order that 
we may appreciate the jiarticulars hifwliich it is unfolded. The de- 
tails are all such as can be iinderstocxl and relished by a plain loader 
of the English Hible.”- The Presbyterian. 

“The idea of the book is beautiful and just, and Mr TIiouksou has 
worked it out with judgment, and justiJicd it by a laborious iiidiie- 
tion of facts. Many of, these are .so adduced as to wear a new light. 
His treatise brings (Uit unsuspected meanings in the' gos])el narra- 
t:ve.s, and giU'S a <lee])er insight into the cat tidy life of the ISavioiir. 
Wlnle litted to .sitrengtheii the I'onviction of the divinity of the Bible, 
it discovers '5i>.'h a richiie.ss and beauty in the character of Christ as 
must tend to ) iVuluce, on the part of those who have alri'ady believ- 
ed, a ^/‘t stronger faith in Him, ami a yet greatiT love to Him.” — 
Dally Perieir. 

“ Though Mr Thomson’s lectun's arc neither critical nor controver- 
sial, it would be a mi.stakcs to siipjio.se that they aie not scientific. 
If true science consists in a knowledge of one’s siiliject, derived from 
a thorough .study of it in all its bearings and relations, ])ro.secuted 
with gciiiiiiit enthusiasiii, and gui«k‘d by sound judgment, these 
lectures are far from being uiiscieiitilie. '^I’hu man who knows well 
the nature of the soil which ho cultivates, and who so manages it as 
to render it prodiietive and jirolitahle, is rcganled as a truly seientific 
farmer, tliough he may not^ choose to spend his time in analysing the 
chemical ingredients which go to form a fruitful soil. Placing the 
sacre<l go.spels before him as they are, and as.suming their (liviiie 
inspiration as in the meantime a settled ipiestioii, Mr ^riiomson .sets 
himself to the investigation of their respective <*haracte7 i.stics, so as 
to bring out their natural div^ersities in perfect eonsisteney with their 
divine harmony. I’liis task he has a0^omplishe<l with singular 
SUCCC.SS ; exhibiting in the course of his examination much critical 
taste, and a signal ajititude for what may be tciined distinctiveness 
of observation. J 

We lay down this small volume, not only with a feeling of 
aebniration for tlie talents of its author, but with what he himself 
will, we' doubt not, receive as a far better commendation, with a 
higher appreciation of the God-like wisdom, beauty, and grandeur of 
tho.se gos])c’s, which form the foundation of our hojics, ^nd the char- 
ter of our redemption .” — British and Foreiyn Evanydical licckw. 






